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PART in. 

THE ENGLISH CONSTITUTION 

ilelgn of Edward 1. — Confirmatio Chartanun — Constitution of Parliameait — fho 
Prelates — the Temporal Peers — Tenure hy Barony — its Chan^ — Difficulty 
of the Suliject — Origin of Kepresentationof the Commons — Knights of Shires — 
their Existence donhtfoUy traced through the Beign of Henry nt — Questioc 
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English Towns at the Conquest and afterwards — their Progress — Representa* 
tives from them summoned to Parliament by Earl of Leicester — Improbability 
of an earlier Origin — Cases of St Albans and Barnstaple considered — Parlia 
ments under Edward I. — Separation of Knights and Burgesses from the Peers — 
Edward II. — gradual Progress of the Authority of Parliament traced throng 
the Reigns of Edward III. and his Successors down to Henry IV. — Privilege ol 
Parliament — the early Instances of it noticed — Nature of Borough Representa- 
tion — Rights of Election — other Particulars relative to Election — House of 
Lords — Baronies by Tenure — by 'Writ — Nature of the latter discussed — 
Creation of Peers by Act of Parliament and by Patent — Summons of Clergy tc 
Parliament — King's Ordinary Coxmcil — its Judicial and other Power — Ch^ 
racter of the Plantagenet Government — Prerogative — its Excesses — erroneous 
Views corrected — Testimony of Sir John Fortescue to the Freedom of the Con- 
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Society in England — Want of Police — Villenage — its gradual Extinction — 
latter Years of Henry VL — Regenci^ — Instances of them enumerated — 
Pretensions of the House of York, and War of the Roses — Edward IV. — Con- 
dusion. 

Though the xmdisputed ac^ssion of a prince like 
Edward L to the t&one of his faliher does not Accession of 
seem so convenient a restmg-plaoe in history l 
as one of those. revolutions whigii interrupt the natuiol 
chain of events, yet the changes wrought during his 
reign raake it properly an epoch in the progress of these 
inquiries. And, indeed, as ours is emphatioally stvled a 
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govetmacnt by king, lords, and commons, we cannot, 
perliaps, in strictness carry it fnrtlier back than the ad- 
mission of the latter into parliament ; so that if the con- 
stant representation of the commons is to be referred to 
the age of }|dward I., it will be nearer the t^th to date 
the English constitution from that than from any earlier 
era. 

The Yarious statutes affecting the law of pr^erty and 
administration of justice which have caused EdwardJE. 
to be named, rather hyperbolically,the English Justinian, 
bear no immediate relation to our present inquiries. In 
Confixma- constitutional point of view the principal 
tionofthe object is that statute entitled the Confirmation 
Charters. Charters, which was very reluctantly 

conceded by the king in the 25th year of his reign. I 
do not know that England has ever produced any patriots 
to whose memory she owes more gratitude than Hum- 
phrey Bohun, earl of Hereford and Essex, and Roger 
Bigod, earl of Norfolk. *In the Grreat Charter the base 
spirit and deserted condition of John take off something 
from the glory of the triumph, though they enhance the 
moderation of those who pressed no further upon an 
abject tyrant. But to withstand the measures of Edward, 
a prince unequalled by any who had reigned in England 
since the Conqueror, for prudence, valour, and success, 
required a far more intrepid patriotism. Their provoca- 
tions, if less outrageous than those received from John, 
were such as evidently manifested a disposition in Edward 
to reign without any control ; a constant refusal to con- 
firm the charters, which in that age were hardly deemed 
to bind the king without his actual consent ; heavy im- 
positions, especially one on the export of wool, and other 
unwarrantable demands. He had acted with such un- 
measured violence towards the clergy, on account of 
their refusal of further subsidies, that, although the ill- 
judged policy of that class kept their iuterests too dis- 
tinct from those of the peojle, it was natural for all to be 
alarmed at the precedent cf despotism.* These encroach 

*, The fullest account we pog||ss of Carte, hut extremely well told by Hume, 
these domestic transactions from K94 to the firat writer vi^o had the merit of ex- 
1398 is in Walter Hemingford, one of posing the character of Edward I. See 
the historians edited by Hoame, p. 52- too Knyghton in Twysden’s Decern Scrip- 
188. IfacybaTe been vilely perverted by tores, cob 2492. 
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ments made resistance justifiable, and the circumstances 
of Edward made it prudent. His ambition, luckily for 
the people, had involved him in foreign warfare, from 
which he could not recede without disappointment and 
dishonour. Thus was wrested from himitthat famous 
statute, inadequately denominated the Confirmation of 
the Charters, because it added another pillar to our 
constitution, not less important than the Great Charter 
iiself.^ 

It was enacted by the 25 Edw. I. that the charter of 
libejties, and that of the forest, besides being e:^licitly 
should be sent to all sheriff, justices in eyre, 
and other magistrates throughout the realm, in order to 
their publication before the people ; that copies of them 
should be kept in cathedral churches, and publicly read 
twice in the year, accompanied by a solemn sentence of 
excommunication against all who should infringe them ; 
that any judgment given contrary to th^se charters should 
be invalid, and holden for nought. This authentic pro- 
mulgation, those awful sanctions of the Great Charter, 
would alone render the statute of which we are speaking 
illustrious. But it went a great deal further. Hitherto 
the king’s prerogative of levying money by name of tall- 
age or prise from his towns and tenants in demesne had 
passed unquestioned. Some impositions, that especially 
on the export of wool, affected all his subjects. It was. 
now the moment to enfranchise the people, and give that 
security to private property which Magna Charta had 
given to personal liberty. By the 5th and 6th sections of 
this statute “ the aids, tasks, and prises,” before taken are 
renounced as precedents ; and the king “ grants for him 
and his heirs, as well to archbishops, bishops, abbots, 
priors, and other folk of holy church, as also to earls, 
barons, and to all commonalty of the land, that for no busi- 
ness from henceforth we shall take such manner of aids, 
tasks, nor prises, but by the common assent of the realm, 

b Wfllsinghain, in Gulden’s Scriptores Hemingford, they blessed the Mng on 
Eler. Anglicanun, p. 71-73. seeing the barters with the great seal 

® Edward wonld not confirm the afBxed ; but when they heard the cap- 
charters, notwithstanding his promise, tio|W condnsion, they cnrsed him in* 
withont the words, salvo jure coronm stead. At the next meeting of parlia- 
nostree; on whidi the two earls retired ment, the king agreed to omit these 
from court. When the confirmation was insidious words, p. 168. 
read to the people at St. Paiil'^ says 
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and for the common profit thereof, saTing the ancient aids 
and prises due and accustomed.” The toll upon wool, 
so far as levied hy the king’s mere prerogative, is ex- 
pressly released by the seventh section,*^ 

We come%ow to a part of our subject exceedingly im- 
CouBtita- portant, but more intricate and controvertm than 
tion of any other, the constitution of parliament. I have 
parliament, taken DO notice of this in the last section, in ordei 
to present uninterruptedly to the reader the gradual pift- 
gress of our legislatnire down to its complete establish- 
ment under the Edwards. No excuse need be made for 
the dry and critical disquisition of the following pages ; 
but among such obscure inquiries I cannot feel myself 
as secure from error as I certainly do from partiality. 

One constituent branch of the great councils held by 
The ^irituai William the Conqueror and all his successors 
was composed of the bishops and the heads ot 
religious houses holding their temporalities immediately 
■of frie crown. It has been frequently maintained that 
these spiritual lords sat in parliament only hy virtue ot 
their baronial tenure. And certainly they did all hold 
baronies, which, according to the analogy of lay peer- 
ages, were sufficient to give them such a share in the 
legislature. Nevertheless, I think that this is rather too 
contracted a view of the rights of the English hierarchy, 


d The supposed statute, De Tallagio 
non concedendo, is considered by Black- 
stone (Introduction to Charters, p. 6t) 
as merely an abstract of the Confiimatio 
Chartamm. By that entitled Articnli 
super Chartas, 23 Bdvr. I., a court was 
erected in every county, of three kni^ts 
or others, to be elected by the commons 
of the shire, whose sole province was to 
determine offences against the two char- 
ters, with the power of punishing by Etip. 
and imprisomnent ; but not to extend 
to any case wherein a remedy by writ 
was already provided. The ConfirmaticJ 
Ghartarum is properly denominated ar 
statute, and always printed as such ; but 
iufbmi, like Magna Charta, it is a charter, 
or letters patent, proceeding hron^the 
crown, without even reciting the consent 
of the realm. And its “teste" is at 
Uhmit, 2 Nov. 1237 ; Edward having en- 
gagsd, conjointly with the count of 


Flanders, in a war with Philip the Fair. 
But a parliament had been held at London, 
when the barons insisted on these conces- 
sions. The circumstances axe not wholly 
unlike those of Magna Chaxta. 

The Lords’ Committee do not semn to 
reject the statute *' de tallagio non conce- 
dendo” altogether, but say that, “if the 
manuscript containing it (in Corpus 
Christi College, Cambridge) is a true 
copy of a statute, it is undoubtedly a 
copy of a statute of the 25th, and not of a 
statute of the 34th of EdwaxdL” p. 230. 
It seems to me on comparing the two 
that the supposed statute de tallagio is 
but an imp^ect transcript of the king’s 
dharter at Ghent. But at least, as one 
exists in an autl^entic form, and the 
other is only found in an. unauthorized 
copy, there can be no question which 
to be quoted. 
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a^nd, indeed, by implication, of tlie peerage. For a great 
council of advice and assent in matters of legislation or 
national importance was essential to all the northern 
governments. And all of them, except, nerhaps, the 
Lomb^ds, invited the superior ecclesia^cs to their 
councils; not upon any feudal notions, which at that 
time had hardly begun to prevail, but chiefly as repre- 
^ntatives of the church and of religion itself ; next, as 
more learned and enlightened counsellors than the lay 
nobility ; and in some degree, no doubt, as rich proprietors 
of land. It will be remembered also that ecclesiastic^ 
and temporal affairs were origmaUy decided in the same 
assemblies, both upon the continent and in England. The 
Norman Conquest, which destroyed -^e Anglo-Saxon 
nobility, and substituted a new race in their stead, 
could not affect the immortality of church possessions. 
The bishops of William’s age were entitled to sit in his 
councils by the general custom of Europe, and by the 
common law of England, which the Conquest did not 
overturn.® Some smaller arguments might be urged 
against the supposition that iheir legislative rights are 
merely baronial ; such as that the guardian of the spirit- 
ualities was commonly summoned to parliament during 
the vacancy of a bishopric, and that the five sees created 
by Henry VIU. have no baronies annexed to them but 
the former reasoning appears less technical and conJ^ed.* 
Next to these spiritual lords are the earls and barons, 
or lay peerage of England. The former dignity was, 
perhaps, not so merely official as in the Saxon times, 
although the earl was entitled to the third penny of all 
emoluments arising from the administration of justice in 
the county-courts, and might, perhaps, command the 
nxilitia of his county, when it was called forth.** Every 

® Body (Treatise on Convocations, Dialogus de Scaccario, L L c. l?. Lyt- 
p. 126) states the matter thus: in the telton’s Henry II. voL ii. p. 217. The 
Saxon times all hidiops and abbots sat last of these writers supposes, contrary 
and voted in the state councils, or parlia-^J^ Seldeu, that the earls continued to 
ment, as such, and not on account of^h)e governors of their counties under 
their tenures. After the Conquest the Henry IL Stephen created a few titular 
abbots sat there not as such, but by virtue earls, with grants of crown to sup- 
of their tenures, as barons; and the port them; but his successor resumed 
bishops sat in a dbuble capacity as the^rants, and deprived th^ of their 
bishops, and as barons. earldoms, 

f Hody, p. 128. In Rymer’s Fcedera, voL L p. 3, wo 

* [Note L] find a grant of Matilda, creating Milo of 

b Madox, Baronia Anguua, p. 13gf Glouc^iter earl of Hereford, with ttks 
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carl was also a baron, and beld an bononr or barcny of 
the crown, for which he paid a higher relief than an 
ordinary baron, probably on account of the profits of hia 
earldom. I will not pretend to say whether titular earl- 
doms, absolutely distinct from the lieutenancy of a 
counly, were as ancient as the Conquest, which Madox 
seems to thinh, or were considered as irregular so late 
as Henry 11., according to Lord Lyttelton. La Dugdale’s 
Baronage I find none of this description in the firi^ 
Norman reigns ; for even that of Clare was connected 
with the local earldom of Hertford. 

It is miiversally agreed that the only baronies known 
for two centuries after the Conquest were in- 
Qu^on tenure of land held immediately 

from the crown. ITiere are, however, material 
difficulties in the way of rightly understanding 
their nature which ought not to be passed over, because 
the consideration of baronial tenures will best develop 
the formation of our parliamentary system. Two of our 
most eminent legal antiquaries, Selden and Madox, have 
entertained different opinions as to the characteristics 
and attributes of this tenure. 

According to the first, every tenant in chief by knight- 
Theory of Service was an honorary or parliamentary baron 
Selden; ijy reason of his tenure. All these were sum- 
moned to the king’s coimcils, and were peers of his court. 
Their baronies, or honours, as they were frequently 
called, consisted of a number of knight’s fees ; that is, of 
estates, from each of which the feudal service of a knight 
was due ; not fixed to thirteen fees and a third, as has 
been erroneously conceived, but varying according to 
the extent of the barony and the reservation of service 
at the time of its creation. Were they more or fewer, 
however, their owner was equally a baron, and sum- 
moned to serve the king in parliament with his advice 
^d judgment, as appears bj many records and passages 
in history. f 

But about the latter end of John’s reign, some only of 
the most eminent tenants in chief were summoned by 

moat and castle of that city in fee to him the service ot mree tenants in chief, with 
and his ieira, the third penny of the all their fiefs; to he held witn all privi- 
rent of the and ot the pleas in the leges and liberties as fnUy as ever any 
county, three manors and a forest, and ^1 in England had possessed them. 



EKGiiisH Const. 


NATURE OF BARONIES. 


7 


particular writs the rest by one general summons 
through the sheriffs of their several counties. This is 
declared in the Great Charter of that prince, wherein he 
promises that, whenever an aid or scutage shall be re- 
quired, faciemus summoneri archiepiscopc^, episcopos, 
abbates, comites et majores barones regni sigillatim per 
literas nostras. Et praeterea faciemus summoneri in 
generali per vioecomites et ballivos nostros omnes alios 
cfbi in capite tenent de nobis. Thus the barons are dis- 
tinguish^ from other tenants in chief, as if the foimei 
name were only applicable to a paitioular number of the 
king’s immediate vassals. But it is reasonable to think 
that, before this chaifer was made, it had been settled by 
the law of some other parliament, how these greater 
barons should be distinguished from the lesser tenants 
in chief; else what certainty could there be in an ex- 
pression so general and indefinite ? And this is likely 
to have proceeded from the pride with which the ancient 
and wealthy barons of the realm would regard those 
newly created by grants of escheated honours, or those 
decayed in estate, who yet were by their tenures on an 
equality with themselves. They procured therefore two 
innovations in their condition ; jBrst that these inferior 
barons should be summoned generally by the sheriff, 
instead of receiving their particular writs, which made 
an honorary distinction ; and next, that they should pay 
relief, not, as for an entire barony, one hundred marks ; 
but at the rate of five pounds for each knight’s fee which 
they held of the crown. This changed their tenure to 
one by mere knight-service, and their denomination to 
tenants in chief. It was not difficult, afterwards, for the 
greater barons to exclude any from coming to parliament 
as such without particular writs directed to them, for 
which purpose some law was probably enacted in the 
reign of Henry III. If indeed we could place reliance 
on a nameless author whom Camden has quoted, this 
limitation of the peerage tc^uch as were expressly sum- 
moned depended upon a statute made soon after the 
battle of Evesham. But no one has ever been able to 
discover Camden’s authority, ^d the change was, pro- 
bably, of a much earlier date.* 


I Selden's Works, voL iii, p. 713-743 
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StLcb. is the theory of Selden, which, if it rested less 
upon conjectural alterations in the law, would 
of Madox, Tou^^Q-Q-btedly solve some material difficulties 
that occur in the opposite view of the subject. According 
to Madox, t^laure by knight-service in chief was always 
distinct from that by barony. It is not easy, 
however, to point out the characteristic differ- 
onbotii. ences of the two ; nor has that eminent anti- 
quary, in his large work, the Baronia Anglica, laid down 
any definition, or attempted to explain the real nature of 
a barony. The distinction could not consist in the nxun- 
ber of knight’s fees ; for the barony of Hwa;>i;on consisted 
of only three ; while Jolm de Baliol held thirty fees by 
mere knight-service.'^ Nor does it seem to have consisted 
in the privilege or service of attending parliament, since 
all tenants in chief were usually summoned. But what- 
ever may have been the line between these modes of 
tenure, tihere seems complete proof of their separation 
long before the reign of John. Tenants in chief are 
enumerated distinctly from earls and barons in the 
charter of Henry I. Knights, as well as barons, are 
named os present in the parliament of Northampton in 
1165, in -that held at the same town in 1176, and upon 
other occasions." Several persons appear in the Liber 
Niger Scaccarii, a roll of military tenants made in the 
age of Henry IT., who held single knight's fees of the 
crown. It is, however, highly probable, that, in a lax 
sense of the word, these knights may sometimes have 
been termed barons. The author of the Dialogus de 
Scaccario speaks of those holding greater or lesser 
baronies, including, as appears by the context, all tenants 
in chief." The former of these seem to be the majores 
barones of King John’s Charter. And the seoundse 
dignitatis barones, said by a contemporary historian to 
have been present in the parliament of Northampton, 
wore in all probability no other than the knightly tenants 
of the crown.® For the wofdi baro, originally meaning 

k Lyttelton^s Henry IL voL iL p. 212. name was sometimes improperly applied. 
“ Hody on Convocations, p. 222, 234 This was very conristent with their opi- 
* lob. ii. c. 0. ^ liion, that the compons were a part of 

® Hody and Lord Lyttelton maintain parliament at that time. Bnt Hnme, 
fbese “barons of the second rank*' to assnming at once the truth of thdr in* 
have been the snb-vassala of the crown; terpretation in this instance, and the 
tenants of the great barons to whom the falsehood of their system, treats it as a 
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only a man, was of very large significance, and is not 
unfreqnently applied to common freeholders, as in the 
phrase of court-baron It was used too for the magis^ 
trates or chief men of cities, as it is still for Ihe judges 
of the exchequer, and the representatives otf the Cinque 
Ports.P 

The passage however before cited from the Great 
Charter of John affords one spot of firm footing in the 
cJurse of our progress. Then, at least, it is evident that 
all tenants in chief were entitled to their summons ; the 
greater barons by particular writs, the rest through one 
directed to their sheriff. The epoch when all, who, 
though tenants in chief, had not been actually sum- 
moned, were deprived of their right of attendance in 
parliament, is again involved in uncertainty and con- 
jecture. The unlsnown writer quoted by Camden seems 
not sufficient authority to establish his assertion, that 
they were excluded by a statute made after the battle of 
Evesham. The principle was most likely acknowledged 
at an earlier time. Simon de Montfort summoned only 
twenty-three temporal peers to his famous parliament. 
In the year 1256 the barons complained that many of 
their number had not received their writs according to 
the tenor of the charter, and refused to grant an aid to 
the king till they were issued.*^ But it would have been 
easy to disappoint this mode of packing a parliament, if 
an unsummoned baron could have sat by mere right of 
his tenure. The opinion of Seiden, that a law of exclu- 
sion was enacted towards the beginning of Henry’s reign 
is not liable to so much objection. But perhaps it is 
unnecessary to jhame an hypothesis of this nature. 
Writs of summons • seem to have been older than the 
time of John •/ and when this had become the customary 
and regular preliminary of a baron’s coming to parlia- 
ment, it was a natural transition to look upon it as an 
indispensable condition ; in times when the prerogative 
was high, the law unsettleA, and the service in parlisr- 

dteviatioxi. firom the established niie, and danse to that effect, contained in hia 
a proof of the nnsetUed state of the con* father’s charter, had 1>een omitted. 
afftnUon. « '^enry IL, in 1176, forbad any of 

P {Note IL] liiose who had been concerned in the 

^ M. Paris, p. Y86. The harons even late rebellion to come to his conrt with 
' tell the king that this was contrary to <mt a particular summons. Carte toLU 
2^ charter, lx which nevertheless the p.249. 
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ment deemed by many still more burthensome than 
honoTirable. Some omissions in summoning the king’s 
tenants to former parliaments may perhaps have pro- 
duced the above-mentioned provision of the Great 
Charter, wh!^h had a relation to the imposition of taxes 
wherein it was deemed essential to obtain a more uni- 
versal consent than was required in councils held for 
state, or even for advice.* 

It is not easy to determine how long the infer^i 
Whether tenants in chief continued to sit personally in 
parliament. In the charters of Henry III., the 
attended clause which we have been considering is 
p^i^ent omitted : and I think there is no express proof 
Henry m. remaining that the sheriff was ever directed to 
summon the king’s military tenants within his county, in 
the manner which the charter of John required. It ap- 
pears however that they were in fact members of parlia- 
ment on many occasions during Henry’s reign, which 
shows that they were summoned either by particular 
writs or through the sheriff ; and the latter is the more 
plausible conjecture. There is indeed great obscurity 
as to the constitution of parliament in this reign; 
and the passages which I am about to produce ma} 
lead some to conceive that the freeholders were represmtea 
even from its beginning. I rather incline to a different 
opinion. 

In the Magna Charta of 1 Henry III. it is said : Pro 

h^c donatione et concessione archiepiscopi, epis- 

oopi, coi^ites, barones, miKtes, et liber^ tenentes, et 
omnes de regno nostro, dederunt nobis quintam decimam 
partem omnium bonorum suorum mobilium.* So in a 
record of 19 Henry IH. : Comites, et barones, et omnes 
alii de toto regno nostro Angliae, spontanea voluntate 
Hull concesserunt nobis efficax auxilium." The largeness 
of these words is, however, controlled by a subsequent 
passage, which declares the tax to be imposed ad man- 
datum omnium comitum et oaronum et omnium aliorum 
qui de nobis tenent in capite. And it seems to have been a 
general practice to assume the common consent of all ranks 

* upon the subjedt of tenure by ba- England, voL ii. p. 247. 
tony, besides the vrriters already quoted, t Hody on Convocations, p 293. 

•ee WesTs Inquiry into the Method of “ Brady Introduction to History U 
<a:eating Peers, and Carte’s l^gland. Appendix, p. 43. 
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to that which had actually been agreed by the higher. 
In a similar writ, 21 Henry HI,, Qie ranks of men are 
enumerated specifically ; archiepiscopi, episcopi, abbates, 
priores, et clerici terras habentes quse ad ecclesias suas 
non pertinent, comites, barones, milites, et libferi homines, 
pro so et suis viUanis, nobis concesserunt in auxilium 
tricesimam partem omnium mobilium.* In the close roll 
of the same year, we have a writ directed to the arch- 
bishops, bishops, abbots, priors, earls, barons, knights, 
and freeholders (liberi homines) of Ireland, in which an 
aid is desired of^hem, and it is urged that one had been 
granted by his fideles Angliae.^ 

But this attendance in parliament of inferior tenants in 
chief, some of them too poor to have received knighthood, 
grew insupportably vexatious to themselves, and was not 
well liked by the kbag. He knew them to be dependent 
upon the barons, and dreaded the confluence of a multi- ; 
tude, who assumed the privilege of coming in aims to 
the appointed place. So inconvenient and mischievous 
a scheme could not long subsist among an advancing 
people, and fortunately the true remedy was discovered 
with little difficulty. 

The principle of representation, in its widest sense, can 
hardly be unknown to any government not origin aad 
purely democratical. In almost every country process of 
the sense of the whole is understood to be 
spoken by a part, and the decisions of a part are aeatation. 
binding upon the whole. Among our ancestors the lord 
stood in the place of his vassals, and, still more un- 
questionably, the abbot in that of his monks. The 
system indeed of ecclesiastical councils, considered as 
organs of the church, rested upon the principle of a vir- 
tue or an express representation, and had a tendency 
to render its application to national assemblies more 
familiar. 

The first instance of actual representation which occui*s 
in our history is only four’ years after the Conquest ; 
when William, if we may rely on Hoveden, caused 
twelve persons skilled in the customs of England to be 
chosen from earch county, who w^re sworn to inform him 
rightly of their laws ; and these, so ascertained, were rati 

* Brady’s History of England, voL i. Appen(Hx, p. 182. 
y Bradys L^oduction, p. 94. 
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fled by the consent of tbe great souncil. ^s, Sir 
Matthe-w Hale asserts to be “ as STifSoient and effectual _a 
parliament as ever was held in England.” * But there is 
no appearance that these twelve deputies of each county 
were inves'^d witli any Mgher antliority than of 
declaring their ancient usages. No stress can be laid at 
least on this insulated and anomalous assembly, the 
existence of which is only learned from an historian of a 

century later.® . . 

We find nothing that can arrest our attention, in search- 
ing out the origin of county representation, till we come 
to a writ in the fiffceentli year of J ohn, directed to all the 
sheriffs in the following tenns : Eex Yicecomiti N., 
salutem. Prsecipimus tibi quod omnes m^tes ballivae 
tuse qui summoniti fuerunt esse apud Oxoniam ad Nos a 
die Omnium Sanctorum in quindecim dies venire facias 
cum armis suis : corpora vero baronum sine armis singu- 
lariter, et quatuor discretes rnalites de oomitatu tuo, illuc 
venire facias ad eundem terminum, ad loquendum nobis- 
cum de negotiis regni noStri. For the explanation of 
this obscure writ I must refer to what Prynne has said 
but it remains problematical whether these four knights 

* Hist of Common Law, voL i. p. 202. manifest that they were chosen by the 

• This assembly is mentioned in the people; the word summoneri fedt is first 
preamble, and afterwards, of the spurious nsed ; and afterwards, electis de (not in) 
laws of Edward the Confessor; and I singrdis totins patria comitatibus. This 
have been accused of passing it over too might be construed of the king’s selec- 
slightly. The fact certamly does not tion; but perhaps the common inter- 
rest on the authority of Hoveden, who pretation is rather the better. 

'transcribes these laws tierixxfiw/ and they William, the compiler informs us, 
are in substance an ancient document having heard some of the Danish laws, 
There seems to me somewhat rather was disposed to confirm them. in pre- 
suspicions in this assembly of ddegates ; ference to those of England ; but yielded 
it looks like a pious fraud to maintain to the supplication of the delegates, 
the old Saxon jurisprudence, which was omnes compatriotse, qni leges ufrra- 
giving way. But even if we admit the verant, that he would permit them to 
feet as here told, I still adhere to the retain the customs of their ancestors, 
assertion that there is no appearance that imploring him by the soul of King 
these twelve deputies of each county Edward, cqjus erant leges, nec aliorum 
were invested with any higher authority exterorum. The king at length gave 
t>iqn that of declaring their ancient way, by the advice and request of his 

Any supposition of a real l^is- borons, consilio et precatu baronum. 
latiive parliament would be inconsistent These of course were Normans; but 
with all that we know of the state of what inference can be drawn in fevonr 
under the Conqueror. ^^Jad of parliamentaiy; representation in 
what an anomaly, upon every constitu- England from the behaviour of the 
tional prindple, Anglo-Saxon or Nor- rest? They were supplicants, not legis- 
t na u, would be a parliament of twelve lators. 
from eadi county I Nor is it perfect^ ^ 2 Prynn* s Ee^ster, p. 16. 



fiuatiSH Const. PAKLIAMJSNlAKr REPKEtJENTATION. 


13 


(the only danse which concerns onr pnrpose) were to be 
elected by the county or returned in the nature of a jury, 
at the discretion of the sheriff. Since there is no suffi- 
cient proof whereon to decide, we can only say with 
hesitation, that there may have been an instanbe of county 
representation in the fifteenth year of John. 

We may next advert to a practice, of which there is 
very clear proof in the reign of Henry III. Subsidies 
^nted in parliament were assessed, not as in former 
times by the justices upon their circuits, but by knights 
freely chosen in the county court. This appears by two 
writs, one of the fourth and one of the ninth year of 
Henry HI.* At a subsequent period, by a provision of 
the Oxford parliament in 1258, every county elected four 
knights to inquire into grievances, and deliver their 
inquisition into parliament.*^ 

The next writ now extant, that wears the appearance 
of parliamentary representation, is in the thirty-eighth of 
Heniy HI. This, after reciting that the earls, barons, 
and other great men (caeteri magnates) were to meet at 
London three weeks after Easter, with horses and arms, 
for the purpose of sailing into Gascony, requires the 

® Brady’s Introduction, Appendix, pp. the measure mi^t lead to conciliate the 
41 and 44. “The language of these minds of those who would otherwise 
writs implies a distinction between such have had no voice in the legislative as- 
as were styled barons, apparently in- sembly.” Report of Lords’ Committee, 
eluding the earls and the four knights p. 6i. 

who were to come from the several This would be a remarkable fact, and 
counties ad loquendum, and who were the motive is by no means improbable, 
also distinguished &om the knights sum- being perhaps that which led to the large 
moned to attend with arms, in per- provisions for summoning tenants in 
formance, it should seem, of the military chief, contained in the charter of John, 
service due by their respective tenures ; and afterwards passed over. But this 
and the writs, therefore, apparently dis- parley of the four knights from each 
tiugoished certain tenants in chief by county, for they are only summoned ad 
kni^t-servicefrom barons, if the kni^ts loquendum, may not amount to bestow- 
so summoned to attend with arms were ing on them any legislative power. It is 
required to attend by reason of their re- nevertheless to be remembered that Jio 
spective tenures in chief of the king, word parliament meant, by its etymology, 
IIow the four kn^hts of each countyCiinothii]®more; and the words, ad loqueu- 
who were thus summoned to confer with dum, may have been used in reference to 
the king were to be chosen, whether by that It is probable that these writs were 
the county, or according to the mere not obeyed; we have no evidence that 
will of the sheriff, does not appear ; hut they were, and it was a season of great 
it seems most probable that they were conf^on very little before the granting 
intended by the king as representatives of the charter of Henry IIL 
of the fre^olders of each county, and to d Brady’s Hist of England, voL t 

balance the power of the hostile nobles. Appendix; p. 227. 
who were then leagued against him ; aM 
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eheriff to compel all within his jurisdiction, who hold 
twenty pounds a year of the king in chief, or of those in 
ward of the king, to appear at the same time and place. 
And that besides those mentioned he shall cause to come 
before the Mng’s connoil at Westminster, on the fifteenth 
day after Easter, two good and discreet knights of his 
county, whom the men of the county shall have chosen 
for this purpose, in the stead of all and each of them, to 
consider, along with the knights of other counties, wlUt 
aid they will grant the king in such an emergency.® In 
the principle of election, and in the object of the assem- 
bly, which was to grant money, this certainly resembles 
a summons to parliament. There are indeed anomalies 
sufficiently remarkable upon the face of the writ which 
distinguish this meeting from a regular parliament. But 
when the scheme of obtaining money from the commons 
of shires through the consent of their representatives had 
once been entertained, it was easily applicable to more 
formal councils of the nation.^ 

A few years later there appears another writ analogous 
to a summons. During the contest between Henry m. and 
the confederate barons in 1261, they presumed to call a 
sort of parliament, summoning three knights out of every 
county, secum tractaturos super communibus negotiis 
regni. This we learn only by an opposite writ issued 
by the king, directing the sheriff to enjoin these knights 
who had been convened by the earls of Leicester and 
Gloucester to their meeting at St. Alban’s, that they 
should repair instead to the king at Windsor, and to no 
other place, ^ nobiscum super praemissis colloquium habi- 
turos.^ It is not absolutely certain that these knights 
were elected by their respective counties. But even if 
they were so, this assembly has much less the appear- 
ance of a parliament, than that in the thirty-eighth of 
Henry HI. 

® 2 Prynne, p. 23. record now extant, of an attempt to sul)- 

f "This writ tends strongly to show stitute representatives elected by bodies 
that there then existed no law by which of men for the attendance of the indi- 
a representation either of the king’s vidnal so to be represented, personally 
tenants in capite or of others, fQ the or by their several proenrators, in an 
purpose of constituting a legislative as- assembly convened for the purpose oi 
sembly, or for granting an aid, was spe- obtaining an sud.” Eeport, p. 95. 
cially provided; and it seems to have 6 2 Prynne, p. 27. 
been the ISrst instance appearing on any 
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At lengtli, in the year 1265, the forty-ninth of Henry 
III., while he was a captive ia the hands of Simon de 
Montfort, writs were issued in his name to all the sheriffs, 
directing them to return two knights for the hody of their 
county, with two citizens or burgesses for e^ry city and 
borough contained within it. This therefore is the epoch 
at which the representation of the commons becomes 
indisputably manifest ; even should we reject altogether 
tlis more equivocal instances of it which have just been 
enumerated. 

If indeed the knights were still elected by none but 
the king’s military tenants, if the mode of re- the 
presentation was merely adopted to spare them kni^tswcre 
the inconvenience of personal attendance, the 
immediate innovation in our polity was not very ^ generaL 
extensive. This is an interesting, but very obscure, 
topic of inquiry. Spelman and Brady, with other writers, 
have restrained the original right of election to tenants 
in chief, among whom, in process of time, those holding 
under mesne lords, not being readily distinguishable in 
the hurry of an election, contrived to slide in, till at 
length their encroachments were rendered legitimate by 
the statute 7 Hen. IV. c. 15, which put all suitors to the 
county court on an equal footing as to the elective fran- 
chise. The argument on this side might be plausibly 
urged with the following reasoning. 

The spirit of a feudal monarchy, which compelled 
every lord to act by the advice and assent of his imme- 
diate vassals, established no relation between bi-m and 
those who held nothing at his hands. They were in- 
cluded, so far as he was concerned, in their superiors ; 
and the feudal incidents were due to him from the whole 
of his vassal’s fief, whatever tenants might possess it by 
sub-infeudation. In England the tenants in chief alone 
were called to the great councils before representation 
was thought of, as is evident both by the charter of John, 
and by tiie language of m?ny records; nor were any 
others concerned in levying aids or escuages, which were 
only due by virtue of their tenure. These military ten- 
ants were become, in the reign^f Henry HI., far more 
numerous than‘they had been under the Conqueror. If 
we include those who held of the king ut de honore, 
that is, the tenants of baronies escheated or in ward, whc 
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may probably have enjoyed tbe same privileges, being 
subject in general to the same burdens, their number 
will be greatly augmented, and form no inconsiderable 
portion of the freeholders of the kingdom. After the 
statute comlhoiily called Quia emptores in the eighteenth 
of Edward I. they were likely to increase much more^ 
as every licensed alienation of any portion of a fief by a 
tenant in chief would create a new freehold immediately 
depending upon the crown. Many of these tenants 
capite held very small fractions of knight’s fees, and 
were consequently not called upon to receive knighthood. 
They were plain freeholders holding in chief, and the 
li])eri homines or libere tenentes of those writs which 
have been already quoted. The common form indeed of 
writs to the sheriff directs the knights to be chosen de 
communitate comitatus. But the word communitas, as 
in boroughs, denotes only the superior part : it is not 
unusual to find mention in records of communitas populi 
or omnes de regno, where none are intended but the 
barons, or at most the tenants in chief. If we look at- 
tentively at the earliest instance of summoning knights 
of shires to parliament, that in 38 Henry III., which has 
been noticed above, it will appear that they could only 
have been chosen by militarj’^ tenants in chief. The 
object of calling this parliament, if parliament it were, 
was to obtain an aid from the military tenants, who 
holding less than a knight’s fee, were not required to do 
person^ service. None then, surely, but the tenants in 
chief could be electors upon this occasion, which merely 
respected their feudal duties. Again, to come much 
lower down, we find a series of petitions in the reigns of 
Edward m. and Eichard 11., which seem to lead us to 
a conclusion that only tenants in chief were represented 
by the knights of sMres. The writ for wages directed 
the sheriff to levy them on the commons of the county, 
both within franchises and without (tarn intra libertatos 
quam extra). But the tenants of lords holding by 
barony endeavoured to exempt themselves from this 
burthen, in which they seem to have been coxmtenanoed 
by the king. This led®to frequent rerngnstrances from 
the commons, who finally procured a statute, that all 
lands which had been accustomed to contribute towards 
the wages of members should contiaue to do so, even 
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thoxigli they should he purchased hy a lord.^ But, i! 
these mesne tenants had possessed equal rights of voting 
with tenants in chief, it is impossible to conceive that 
they would have thought of claiming so unreasonable an 
exemption. Yet, as it would appear harsh fo make any 
distinction between the rights of those who sustained an 
equal burthen, we may perceive how the freeholders 
holding of mesne lords might on that account obtain 
after the statute a participation in the privilege of tenants 
in chief. And without supposing any partiality or con- 
nivance, it is easy to comprehend that, while the nature 
of tenures and services was so obscure as to give rise to 
continual disputes, of which the ancient records of the 
King’s Bench are full, no sheriff could be very accurate 
in rejecting the votes of common freeholders repairing 
to the county court, and undistinguishable, as must be 
allowed, from tenants in capite upon other occasions, 
such as serving on juries, or voting on the election of 
coroners. To all this it yields some corroboration, that 
a neighbouring though long hostile kingdom, who bor- 
rowed much of her law from our own, has never admitted 
any freeholders, except tenants in chief of the crown, to 
a suffrage in county elections. These attended the par- 
liament of Scotland in person till 1428, when a law of 
James I. permitted them to send representatives.* 

Such is, I think, a fair statement of the arguments that 
might be alleged by those who would restrain the right 
of election to tenants of the crown. It may be urged on 
the other side that the genius of the feudal system was 
never completely displayed in England ; much less can 
we make use of that policy to explain institutions that 
prevailed under Edward I. Instead of aids and scutages 
levied upon the king’s military tenants, the crown found 
ample resources in subsidies upon moveables, from which 
no class of men was exempted. But the statute that 
abolished all unparliamentarr taxation led, at least in 
theoretical principle, to extend the elective franchise to 
as large a mass of the people as could conveniently exer- 
cise it. It was even in the mouth of our kings that 
what concerned all should be ap]ffoved by all. Nor is 

12 Kic. n. a 12. Prynne’s 4th Re- p. 120, 367. But this law was not rs 
’ister. golarly acted upon till 1587. p. 368. 

1 Pinkerton’s Hist of Scotland, rdU L 

von. 1X1. 0 
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the language of all extant writs less adverse to the sup- 
position that the right of sufiErage in county elections was 
limited to tenants in chief. It seems extraordinary that 
such a resti^etion, if it existed, should never be deducible 
from these instruments ; that tlieir terms should inva- 
riably be large enough to comprise all freeholders. Yet 
no more is ever required of the sheriff than to return two 
knights chosen by the body of the county. For they are 
not only said to be returned pro communitate, iJiit 
“ per communitatem,” and “ de assensu totius communi- 
tatis.’* Nor is it satisfactory to allege, without any 
proof, that this word should be restricted to the tenante 
in chief, contrary to what must appear to be its obvious 
meaning.^ Certainly, if these tenants of the crown had 
found inferior freeholds usurping a right of suffrage, we 
might expect to find it the subject of some legislative 
provision, or at least of some petition and complaint. 
And, on ihe other hand, it would have been considered 
as unreasonable to levy the wages due to knights of the 
shire for their service in parliament on those who had no 
share in their election. But it appears by writs at the 
very beginning of Edward II.’s reign, that wages were 
levied de communitate comitatus.*' “ It will scarcely 
be contended that no one was to contribute under this 
writ, but tenants in chief; and yet the word commu- 
nitas can hardly be applied to different persons, when 
it occurs in the same instrument and upon the same 
matter. The series of petitions above mentioned relative 
to the payment of wages rather tends to support a con- 
clusion that all mesne tenants had the right of sufffage, 
if they thought fit to exercise it, since it was eames&y 
contended that they were liable to contribute towards 

k What can one who adopts this normn snornm mobilittm nobis concesse- 
opinion of Dr. Brady say to the follow- nmt. Pat. Rot. 1 E. IL in Rot Pari. 
Lag record? Rex militibns, hberis ho- voLLp. 442. See also p. 241 and p. 269. 
minibus, et toti ammunitoUi comitatps If the word cornmnnitas is here need in 
Wygomi® tam intra libertates quam any precise sense, which, when possible, 
extra, salntem. Cum comites, barones, we are to suppose in constroing a legal 
milites, liberi homines, et commnnita- instrument, it must designate, not tho 
tes comitatuum regni nostri yicesimam tenants in chief, but the inferior class, 
o mnium bonorum suorum mobramn, d- who, though neither freeholders nor free 
vesqne et burgenses et communitates bnrgesses, were yet contributable to the 
omnium clvitatum et burgorum ejusdem subsidy on their goods. 

.’egni, necnon tenentes de antiquis do- “ Madox, FirmaBurgi,p. 99 and p. 101 
joiidcis coronas nostrse, ^tomdecimam bc^ note Z. 
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tiiat expense. Nor does there appear any reason to doubt 
that all freeholders, except those within particular fran- 
chises, were suitors to the county court — an institution 
of no feudal nature, and in which eleotions^were to be 
made by those present. As to the meeting to which 
knights of shires were summoned in 38 Henry III*, it 
ought not to be reckoned a parliament, but rather one of 
^se anomalous conventions which sometimes occurred 
in the unfixed state of government. It is at least the 
earliest known instance of representation, and leads us to 
no conclusion in respect of later times, when the com- 
mons had become an essential part of the legislature, and 
their consent was required to all public burthens. 

This question, upon the whole, is certainly not free 
from considerable dijBficulty. The legal antiquaries are 
divided. Prynne does not seem to have doubted but 
that the knights were “ elected in the full county, by and 
for the whole county,” without respect to the tenure of 
the freeholders.® But Brady and Carte are of a different 
opinion.® Yet their disposition to narrow the basis of 
the constitution is so strong, that it creates a sort of pre- 
judice against their authority. And if I might offer an 
opinion on so obscure a subject, I should be much inclined 
to believe •that, even from the reign of Henry HI., the 
election of knights by all freeholders in the county-court, 
without regard to tenure, was little, if at all, different 
from what it is at present.^ 

The progress of towns in several continental countries, 
from a condition bordering upon servitude to progress of 
wealth and liberty, has more than once attracted 
our attention in olher parts of the present work. Their 
growth in England, both from general causes and imi- 
tative policy, was very similar and nearly coincident. 
Under the Anglo-Saxon line of sovereigns we scarcely 
can discover in our scanty records the condition of their 
inhabitants, except retrospeoiVely from the great survey 
of Domesday Book, which displays the state of England 
under Edward the Confessor. Some attention to com- 
merce had been shown by Alfred and Athelstan ; and a 
merchant who had made three v^ages beyond sea was 

“ Prynne’s 2nd Better, p. 50.’ cussed with much ability in the Edin- 

® Carte’s Hist of England, it 260. burgh Eeview, voL acxvL p. 341. jNow 

P The present question has been dia* ** 11 L 3 

o2 
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raised by law of the latter monarch to the digniiy of a 
Thane.*’ This privilege was not perhaps often claimed ; 
but the burgesses of towns were already a distinct class 
from^ the c^rls or rustics, and, though hardly free ac- 
cording to our estimation, seem to have laid the foundation 
of more extensive immunities. It is probable, at least, 
that the English towns had made fall as great advances 
towards emancipation as those of Erance. At the Con- 
<piest we find the burgesses or inhabitants of towfis 
living under the superiority or protection of the king, oi 
of some other lord, to whom they paid annual rents, and 
determinate dues or customs. Sometimes they belonged 
to different lords, and sometimes the same burgess paid 
customs to one master, while he was under the jurisdic- 
tion of another. They frequently enjoyed special privi- 
leges as to inheritance ; and in two or three instances 
they seem to have possessed common property, be- 
longing to a sort of guild or co:p)oration, and in some 
instances, perhaps, had a municipal administration by 
magistrates of their own choice.' Besides the regular 

** WUMns, p. 71, of the author’s honesty, will convey a 

*■ Bm^ensis Exonte nrhis habent extra great deal of know ledge, 
dvitatem terrain dnodedm carucatarum : Since the former part qf this note was 
qnsB nnlJam consnetudinem reddunt nisi written, I have met with a charter 
ad ipsam dvitatem. Domesday, p. loo. granted by Henry H. to Lincoln, which 
At Canterbury the burgesses had forty- seems to refer, more explicitly than any 
five houses without the city, de quibus similar instrument, to municipal privi- 
ipsi habebant gablum et consnetudinem, leges of jurisdiction enjoyed by the dti- 
rex autem socam et sacam ; ipsi quoqne zens under Edward the Confessor. These 
burgenses habebant de rege triginta tres charters, it is well known, do not always 
acras prati in gildam, suam. p. 2. In redte what is true; yet it is possible 
Lincoln and Stamford some resident pro- that the dtizens of Lincoln, which had 
prietors, (^lled Lagemanni, had jurisdic- been one of the five Danish towns, some* 
tion (socam et sacam) over their tenants, times mentioned with a sort of distino- 
But nowhere have I been able to discover tion by writers before the Conquest, mi^t 
any trace of municipal self-government ; be in a more advantageous situation 
unless Chester maybe dermed an excep- the generality of bui^esses. Sciatis me 
tion, where we read of twelve judices concessisse civibus meis Lincoln, omnes 
civitati^ ; but by whf m constituted do^ hbertates et consuetudines et leges snas, 
rot appear. The word lageman seen|a quas habuerunt tempore Edwardi et 
equivalent to judex. ’Ihe guild men- will, et Henr. regum Anglife, et gildam 
tioned above at Canterbury was, in all suam mercatoriam de hominibus civitatia 
probability, a voluntary association : so et de allis mercatoribus comitatus, sicut 
at Dover we find the bnrgesse^ guild- iliam habuerunt tempore predictonma 
hall, gihalla burgensium, p. 1. antecessorum nostrorum, regum Atigiim 

Many of the passages in Domesday melius et liberius. Et omnes hominef 
rdative to the state of burgesses are col- qui infra quatuor divisas civitates manent 
lecced In Brady’s History of Boroughs ; et mercatum deducunt, sInt ad gildag, et 
a work which, if read with due suspicionf^coQSUBiudiues et assiaag dvitatig, sicot 
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payments, which were in general not heavy, they w-ero 
liable to tallages at the discretion of their lords. This 
burthen continued for two centuries, with no limitation, 
except that the barons were latterly forced to ask permis- 
sion of the king before they set a tallage on Aeir tenants, 
which was commonly done when he imposed one upon 
his own.* Still the towns became considerably richer ; 
for the profits of their traffic were undiminished by com- 
petition, and the consciousness that they could not be 
iadividually despoiled of their possessions, like the wil- 
lems of the country around, inspired an industry and 

E erseverance which all the rapacity of Norman kings and 
arons was unable to daunt or overcome. 

One of the earliest and most important changes in the 
condition of the burgesses was the conversion Towns let 
of their individual tributes into a perpetual rent ^ fee-fann. 
from the whole borough. The town was then said to be 
affirmed, or let in fee-farm, to the burgesses and their 
successors for ever.* Previously to such a grant the lord 
held the town in his demesne, and was the legal proprietor 
of the soil and tenements ; though I by no means appre- 
hend that the burgesses were destitute of a certain estate 
in their possessions. But of a town in fee-farm he only 
kept the superiority and the inheritance of the annual 
rent, which he might recover by distress." The burgesses 
held their lands by burgage-tenure, nearly analogous to, 
or rather a species of, free socage.* Perhaps before the 
grant they might correspond to modem copyholders. It 
is of some importance to observe that the lord, by such 
a grant of the town in fee-farm, whatever we may think 
of its previous condition, divested himself of his property, 

melius flierunt temp. Edw. et WilL et tion, aud I think It perfectly clear that 
Hen. regum Angliae. Rymer, t L p. 40 the guilds made by-laws for the regu- 
(edit 1816). lation of their members. Yet this is 

1 am indebted to the fiiendly remarks something different from municipal juris- 
of the periodical critic whom i have be-> diction over all the inhabitantsof a town* 
fore mentioned for reminding me of other i[Note IV.] 
charters of the same age, expressed in a * Madox, Hist, of Exchequer, c. 17. 
similar manner, which in my haste 1 had ^ Madox, Firma Bnrgi, p. 1. There is 
averh>oked, thou^ printed in common one instance, 1 know not if any more 
books But whether Hiese general words could be found, of a firma buxgi befoes 
ou^t to outweigh th^ silence of Domes- the inquest. It was at H o n tl n^lofc, 
day Book I am not piepared to decide. Domesday, p. 203. 

1 ham admitted below that the posses- ^ Madox, p. 13, 13. 

Sion of corporate property implies an ^ Id. p. 21. 
electlTe government for its administr^ 
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or lucrative dominion over the soil, in return for the per- 
petual rent ; so that tallages subsequently set at his own 
discretion upon the inhabitants, however common, can 
aardly be considered as a just exercise of the rights of 
proprietorsEip. 

Under such a system of arbitrary taxation, however, it 
was evident to the most selfish tyrant that the 
wealth of his burgesses was his wealth, and 
their prosperity his interest; much more w€C'e 
liberal and sagacious monarchs, like Henry II., inclined 
to encourage them by privileges. From the time of 
William Eu^ there was no reign in which charters were 
not granted to different towns of exemption from tolls on 
rivers and at markets, those lighter manacles of feudal 
tyranny ; or of commercial franchises ; or of i mm unity 
from the ordinary jurisdiotions ; or, lastly, of internal 
self-regulation. ITius the original charter of Henry 1. 
to the city of London ^ concedes to the citizens, in addi- 
tion to valuable commercial and fiscal immunities, the 
right of choosmg their own sheriff and justice, to the 
exclusion of every foreign jurisdiction.* These grants, 
however, were not in general so extensiye till the reign 
of John.^ Before that time the interior arrangement of 
towns had received a new organization. In the Saxon 
period we find voluntary associations, sometimes re- 
ligious, sometimes secular; in some cases for mutual 
defence against injury, in others for mutual relief in 

y I have read somewhere that this seems problematical, 
charter was granted in 1101. But the * This did not, however, save the 
instrument itself, which is only preserved citizens from paying one hundred marks 
by an Inspeximus of Edward IV., does to the king for this privilege. Mag. 
not contain any date. Rymer, t i. p. 1 1 Rot. 5 Steph. apud Madox, Hist. Ex- 
(edit 1816). Could it he traced so high, chequer, t xi. I do not know that the 
the circumstance would he remarkahle, charter of Henry L can be suspected; 
as the earliest charters granted by but Brady, in bis treatise of Boron^s 
Louis VL, supposed to be the father of (p. 38, edit l?t7), does not think proper 
these institutions, axe several years later, once to mention it; and indeed uses 

It is said by Mr. Thorpe (Ancien^ many expressions incompatible with ita 
Laws of England, p. 267), that, thou^ existence. 

there are ten witnesses, he only tods one ® Blomefield, Hist of Norfolk, vol. ii. 
who throws any light on the date; namely, p. 16, says that Henry L granted the 
Hn^ Bigod, who succeeded his brother same privileges by charter to Norwich in 
William in 1120. But Mr. Tboifls does 1122 whidi London possessed. Yet 11 
not memtion in what respect he snc<:eeded. appears that the king named the port- 
It vnaa^Bda^ferregis; but he is not so reeve or provost; but Blomefield sug 
yimmoA fa the chaxter. Dugdale’s Ba- gests that he was probably recommended 
rouage, p 132. The date, therefore* by the citizens, the oifico being amiiiAL 
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poveiiy, These were called guilds, from the Saxon verb 
gtldan, to pay or contribute, and exhibited the natural, if 
not the legal, character of corporations.'* At the time of 
the Conquest, as has been mentioned above, such volun- 
tary incorporations of the burgesses possessed in some 
towns either landed property of their own, or rights of 
superiority over that of others. An intemal elective 
government seems to have been required for the ad- 
Ainistration of a common revenue, and of other busi- 
ness incident to their association.® They became more 
numerous and more peculiarly commercial after that era, 
as well from the increase of trade as through imitation 
of similar fraternities existing in many towns of France. 
T^e spirit of monopoly gave strength to those institu- 
tions, each class of traders forming itself into a body, in 
order to exclude competition. Thus were established 
the companies in corporate towns, that of tlie Weavers in 
London being perhaps the earliest and these were sue- 

i> Madox, Pinna Burgi, p. 23. Hickes to kill and seize the effects of all who 
has given ns a bond of fellowship among ^ould rob any member of the associa<r 
the thanes of Cambridgeshire, containing tion. This properly, after deducting the 
several curious particulars. A composi- value of the things stolen, was to he 
tion of eight pounds, exclusive, I conceive, divided into two parts ; one given to the 
of the usual weregild, was to he enforced criminal’s wife if not an accomplice, the 
fipom the slayer of any fellow. If a fellow other shared between the king and the 
(gilda) killed a man of 1200 shillings society. 

were^d, each of the society was to con- In another fraternity among the clergy 
tribute half a marc; for a ceorl, two orse and laity of Exeter every fellow was 
(perhaps ten dullings) ; for a Welshman, entitled to a contribution in case of taldng 
one. If however this act was committed a journey, or if his house was burned, 
wantonly, the fellow had no right to call Thus they resembled, in some degree, 
on the society for contribution. If one our friendly societies; and display an in- 
fellow killed another, he was to pay the teresting picture of manners, which has 
legal weregild to his kindred, and also Induced me to insert this note, thou^ 
eight pounds to the society. Harsh words not greatly to the present purpose. Se^r 
used by one fellow towards another, or more of the AngloSaxon guilds tu 
even towards a stranger, incurred a fbe. Turner’s History, voL ii. p. 102. Sode- 
No one was to eat or drink in the com- ties of the same kind, for purposes of 
pany of one who had killed his brother religion, charity, or mutual assistance, 
fellow, unless in the presence of the king, rather than trade, may he found long 
bishop, or alderman. Dissertatio Epist(> afterwards. Blomefield’s Hist of Nor- 
laris, p. 2X. % folk, voL iiL p. 494. 

We find in WilMns’s Anglo-Saxon ® See a grant from Turetin, archbishop 
Laws, p. 66, a number of ordinances of York, in the reign of Henry I., to the 
sworn to by persons both of noble and burgesses of Beverley, that they may 
ignoble rank (ge eorlisce ge ceorlisce), have their haiuikus (i. e. guildhall) likr 
and confirmed by kii^ Athelstan. 'These tho6 of York, et ibi sua statuta pertrao 
are In the nature of by-laws for the re- tent ad honor^Ta Dei, &c. Rymer, t, i. t 
goiation of certain societies that bad been 10, edit 1816. 

Ibnned for the preservation of public d hladox, Finra Bugi, p. 189. 

<*fi*r* Their remedy was rather violent: 
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t'essively consolidated and sanctioned by cbarters from 
the crown. In towns not large enough to admit of dis- 
tinct companies, one merchant guild comprehended the 
traders in general, or the chief of them ; and this, from 
the reign of^enry II. downwards, became the subject oi 
incorporating charters. The management of their internal 
concerns, previously to any incorporation, fell naturally 
enough into a sort of oligarchy, which the tenor of the 
charter generally preserved. Though the immuniti^^s 
might be very extensive, the powers were more or less 
restrained to a small number. Except in a few places, 
the right of choosing magistrates was first given by king 
John; and certainly must rather be ascribed to his 
poverty than to any enlarged policy, of which he was 
utterly incapable.® 

From the middle of the twelfth century to that of the 
^ thirteenth the traders of England became more 
of Engii^ and more prosperous. The towns on the southern 
tovras. coast exported tin and other metals in exchange 
for the wines of France ; those on the eastern sent com 
to Norway — ^the Cinque Ports bartered wool against the 
stujBfo of Manders.^ Though bearing no comparison with 
the cities of Italy or the Empire, they increased suffi- 
ciently to acquire importance at home. That vigorous 
prerogative of the Norman monarchs, which kept down 
the feudal aristocracy, compensated for whatever infe- 
riority there might be in the population and defensible 
strength of the English towns, compared with those on 
the continent. They had to fear no petty oppressors, no 
local hostility ; and if they could sati^ the rapacity 
of the crown, were secure from all other grievances. 

London. above the rest, our ancient and 

“ noble capital, might, even in those early times, 
be justly termed a member of the political system. This 
great city, so admirably situated, was rich and populous 
long before the Conquest. Eede, at the beginning of 
the eighth century, speaks oi London as a great marxet, 
wnich traders frequented by land and sea* It paid 
15,000/. out of 82,000/., raised by Canute upon the 
kingdom.^ If we belie^^e Eoger Hoveden, the citizens 

® Idem, passim. A few of an earlier voL ii. p. 170. Macpherson's AmiaJs of 
date may be fotmd in the new edition of Commerce, vol. i p. 331. 

Kymer. S Macpherson, p. 245. 

^ Lyttelton's History of Henry n., ^ Td. p. £82. 
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of London, on tlie death of Ethelred II., joined 
part of the nobility in raising Edmund Ironside to ike 
throne.* Harold I., according to better authority, the 
Baxon Chronicle and William of Malmsbury, was elected 
by their concurrence.*' Descending to latef history, we 
find them active in the civil war of Stephen and Matilda. 
The famous bishop of Winchester tells the Londoners 
that they are almost accounted as noblemen on account 
the greatness of their city ; into the community of 
which it appears that some barons had been received.® 
Indeed, the citizens themselves, or at least the principal 
of them, were called barons. It was certainly by far 
the greatest city in England. There have been different 
estimates of its population, some of which are extrava- 
gant ; but I think it could hardly have contamed less 
Sian thiitiy or forty thousand souls within its walls ; and 
the suburbs were very populous.® These numbers, the 

i Oives Lundinenses, et pars nobilium abique, per totam Angliam. h, tempore 
qrii eo tempore consistebant Lundoni®, quo Eoma prime fundata Mt, et dvi» 
ditonem Eadmundtim tmanimi consensu tatem Lundonise. eodem tempore ftm- 
in regem levavere. p. 249. datum, talem debere habere libertatem 

k Chron. Saxon, p. 164. Malmsbury, per totam Angliam, et ratione civitatia 
p. 76. He says the people of London privilegiatse qua® olim metropolis fait et 
were become almost barbarians through caput regni, et ratione antiquitatis. Pal- 
their intercourse with the Danes} propter grave inclines to thinlc that London 
frequentem convictom. never formed part of any kingdom of the 

“ Londinenses, qui sunt quasi opti- Heptarchy. Introduction to Eot Cur. 
mates pro magnitudine dvitatis in Anglift. Eegis. p. 95. But this seems to imply a 
Malmsb. p. 189. Thus too Matthew republican city in the midst of so many 
Paris i civ® T^ndiTiP.nsfla, qnos propter royal states, which seems hardly pro- 
civitatis dignitatem et dvium antiquam bahle. Certainly it seems strange, thon^ 
libertatem Barones consuevimus appcl- I cannot explain it away, that the capital 
lare. p.744. And in another place : totius of England should have fallen, as we 
dvitatis dves, quos baron® vocant. p. generally supp®e, to the small and ob- 
835. Spelman says that the magistrat® score kingdom of E®ex. TOich®ter, 
of several other towns were called barons, indeed, may be considered as having 
Glossary. Bamn® de London. become afterwards the capital during 

A singular proof of the ®timation in the Anglo-Saxon monarchy, so fax as 
which the dtizens of London held them- that it was for the m®t part tba teri- 
sclves in the reign of Bichard L occurs, dence of our kings. But London wrc 
in the Chronicle of J ocelyn de Brake-* always more populous, 
londe (p. 56 - Camden Sodety, 1840). ® Drake, the historian of York, maic- 

They to be free from toll in tains that London was l®s populous, 

gygjy part of and in every about the time of the Conquest, than that 

furisdiction, resting their immunity on dty; and quot® Hardynge, a writer of 
the antiquity of London (which was Hens# V.’s age, to prove that the to 
coeval they said, with* Borne), and on its tenor part of the former was not cl®ely 
rank® metropolis of the kingdom. Et built. Eboracum, p. 91. Yorkhoweve- 
dicebauidv®LundonienBe3faisse.quietos do® not appear to have contained more 
de theloneo in atyitiI foro, et semper et than 10,000 inhabitants at the aocesaica 
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enjoyment of priyileges, and the consoionsness of 
strength, infused a free and even a mutmoTis spirit into 
their conduct.’ The Londoners were always on the 
barons’ side in their contests with the crown. They 
bore a parkin deposing William Longohamp, the chan- 
cellor and justiciary of Eichard I.p ^Phey were distin- 
guished in the great struggle for Magna Charta; the 
privileges of their city are expressly confirmed in it ; 
and the mayor of London was one of the twenty-fi^ 
barons to whom the maintenance of its provisions was 
delegated. In the subsequent rei^ the citizens of 
London were regarded wi& much dislike and jealousy 
by the court, and sometimes suffered pretty severely at 
its hands, especially after the battle of Evesham.*^ 
Notwithstanding the influence of London in these 
seasons of disturbance, we do not perceive that it was 
distinguished from the most insignificant town by greater 
participation in national councils. Eich, powerful, 
honourable, and high-spirited as its citizens had become. 


of the Conqueror; and the very exagge- 
rations os to the populousness of London 
prove that it must have fkr exceeded that 
number. Fitz-Stephen, the contemporary 
biographer of Thomas h Becket, tells us 
of 80,000 men capable of bearing arms 
within its predncts ; where however his 
translator, Pegge, suspects a mistake of 
the MS - in the numerals. And this, with 
similar hyperboles, so imposed on the 
judicious mind of Lord Lyttelton, that, 
finding in Peter of Blois the inhabitants 
of London reckoned at quadragintamillia, 
he has actually proposed to read quadrin- 
genta. ffisL Henry IL, voL iv. ad finem. 
It is hardly necessary to observe that 
the condition of agricnltore and internal 
communication would not have allowed 
half that number to subsist 
The subsidy-roll of 1377, published in 
the Archseologia, voL vii., would lead 
a conclusion that tdl the inhabitants o% 


° This seditious, or at least refractory 
character of the Londoners, was displayed 
in the tumult headed by William I<ong- 
beard in the time of Eichard I., and that 
xmder Constantine in 1222, the patriarchs 
of a long line of city demagogues. Hove- 
den, p. 766. M. Paris, p. 164. 

T Hoveden^s expressions are very pre- 
cise, and diow that the share taken by 
the citizens of London (probably the 
mayor and aldermen) in this measure 
was no tumultuary acclamation, but a 
deliberate couciurence with the nobiUty. 
Comes Johannes, et fere omrtes episcopi, 
et comites Anglim efidem die intraverunt 
Londonias ; et in crastino praedictus Jo- 
hannes frater regis, et archiepiscopus Rc- 
thomageusis, et cnmes episcopi, et co- 
mites et borones, et dves Londonienses 
cum illis convenerunt in atrio ecclesiae 
S. Pauli . . . Placuit eigo Johauni fratri 
re^s. et omnibus episcopis, et comitibas 


London did not even then exceed 35,000. et baronibus regrd, et dvibus Londo- 
If this be true, they could not have niamm, quod cancellarius ille depone- 
amcunted, probably, to so great a number retur, et deposuerunt emn, &c. p. 701. 
two or three centuries earlier. But the ^ The reader may consult, for a more 
numbers given in that docnmeJR) have full account of the Englidi towns before 
been questioned as to Norwich upon the middle of £ke thirteenth century, 
very plausible grounds, and seem rather Lyttelton’s History of Henry IL voL ii 
sospidons in the present instance, p 174; and Maepherson’s Annals of Cuur 
IKotsY. meroe 
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it was very long before they found a regular place in 
parliament. The prerogative of imposing tallages at 
pleasure, unsparingly exercised by Henry III. even over 
London,' left the crown no inducement to summon the 
inhabitants of cities and boroughs. As these indeed 
were daily growing more considerable, they were cei- 
tain, in a monarchy so limited as that of England 
became in the thirteenth century, of attaining, sooner 
or later, tliis eminent privilege. Although therefore the 
object of Simon de Montfort in calling &em to his par- 
liament after the battle of Lewes was merely to 
strengthen his own faction, which prevailed among the 
commonalty, yet their permanent admission into the 
legislature may be ascribed to a more general cause. 
For otherwise it is not easy to see why the innovation, 
of an usurper should have been drawn into precedent, 
though it might perhaps accelerate what the course of 
affairs was gradusdly preparing. 

It is well known that the earliest writs of summons 
to cities and boroughs, of which we can prove 
the existence, are those of Simon de Montfort, moniug of 
earl of Leicester, bearing date 12th of Decern- 
ber, 1264, in the foriy-ninth year of Henry III.® ^ h. ni. 
After a long controversy sdmost .all judicious inquirers 
seem to have acquiesced in admitting this origin of 
popular representation.* The argument may be very 


' Frequent proofe of this may he 
found in Madox, Hist of Exchequer, 
c. 17, as well as in Matt Paris, who 
laments it with indignation. CiTes Lon- 
dinenses, contra consnetndinem et liber- 
tatem dvitatis, quasi servi ultimie con- 
ditlonis, non sub nomine ant titulo libeii 
adjutorii, sed tallagii, quod mnltum eos 
angebat, regi, licet inviti et renitentes, 
nxunerare sunt coactL p. 492. Hen ubi 
est Iiondinensis, toties empta, toties con-|| 
cessa. toties scripta, toties jurata libertas 1 
Sec. p. 627. The king sometimes sus- 
pended their market, that is, I suppose, 
their ri^t of toll, till his demands were 
noid. 

• rhese writs are aot extant, haying 
perhaps never been returned ; and con- 
sequently we cannot teU to what par- 
ticular places they were addressed. It 
appears however that the assembly w^ 


intended to be numerous; for the entry 
runs: scrihitur dvihus Ebor, dvibus 
Lincoln, et csteris burgis Anglise. It 
is singular that no mention is made of 
London, which must have had some 
spedal summons. Ryxner, t i. p. 803. 
Dugdale, Suxunonitaones ad Paxliamen* 
tom, p. 1. 

t It would ill repay any reader’s dili 
gence to wade through the vapid and 
diluted pages of Tyrrell; but whoever 
would know what can be best pleaded 
for a higher antiquity of our present 
parliamentary constitution may have 
recourse to Hody on Convocations, and 
Lord^yttelton’s History of Henry H 
voL iT p, 276, and voL iv. p. 79-106. 1 
do not conceive it possible to argue 1h« 
question more ingemously than has been 
done by the noble writer last quoted. 
Whitelocke, in his commentary on tbt 
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concisely stated. We find from innumerable records 
that the king imposed tallages upon bis demesne 
towns at discretion." No public instrument previous 
to the fortv-ninth of Henry III. names the citizens 
and burge^es as constituent parts of parliament ; 
though prelates, barons, knights, and sometimes free- 
holders, are enumerated ; * while, since the undoubted 


admission of the commons, they are almost invariably 
mentioned. No historian speal^ of representatives ap- 
pearing for the people, or uses the word citizen or 


burgess in describing those present in parliament. Such 
•convincing, though negative, evidence is not to be inva- 
lidated by some general and ambiguous phrases, whethei 
in writs and records or in historians.^ Those monkish 


annalists are poor authorities upon any point where 
their language is to be delicately measured. But it is 
hardly possible that, writing circumstantially, as Eoger 
de Hoveden and Matthew Paris sometimes did, concern- 
ing proceedings in parliament, they could have failed to 
mention the commons in unequivocal expressions, if any 
representatives from that order had actually formed a 
part of the assembly. 

Two authorities, however, which had been supposed 
Authorities pTOve a greater antiquity than we have 
5n &vour of assigned to the representation of the commons, 
^tef^ ar© deserving of particular consideration ; the 
St. Albans, cascs of St. Albaus and Barnstaple. The bur- 
gesses of St. Albans complained to the council in the 
-eighth year of Edward II., that, although they held of 
the king in capite, and ought to attend his parliaments 
whenever they are summoned, by two of their number, 
instead of all other services, as h^ been their custom in 
all past times, which services the said burgesses and 


parliamentary writ, has treated it very that some of the chief inhabitants of the 
much at len^, but with no critical di^ ^Cinque Pars, at that time ve^ flourish- 
crimination. [Notk Vn.] • ing towns, were present in this parlia- 

" Madox, Hist of Exchequer, c. I7. ment But whether they sat as repre- 
* The only apparent exception to this sentatives, or by a pecaliar writ of sum* 
is in the letter addressed to the pope by mons, is not so evident; and the latter 
the parliament of 1246 ; the saWtion may be the more probable hypothesis ol 
of w’hictt runs thus: Barones, pi^res, the two. • 

et magnates, oc TiobUes portuum marts y Thus Matthew Paris teUs us that in 
\dbit<UoreSt necnon et clems et populus l23t the whole kingdom, r^m totiu 
QDlversns, salutem. Matt. Pans, p. 696, universitas, repaired to a parliament oi 
£l is plain* x mink from these words, l^enry IlL p. 367. 
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their predecessors had performed as well in the time of 
the late king Edward and his ancestors as in that of the 
present king until the parliament now sitting, the names 
of their deputies haying been constantly enrolled in 
chancery, yet the sheriff of Hertfordshire, a# the instiga- 
tion of the abbot of St. Albans, had neglected to cause 
an election and return to be made ; and prayed remedy. 
To this petition it was answered, “ Let the rolls of 
<3hancery be examined, that it may appear whether the 
said burgesses were accustomed to come to parliament, 
or not, in the time of the king’s ancestors ; and let right 
be done to them, vocatis evocandis, si necesse fuerit.” I 
do not translate these words, concerning the sense of 
which there has been some dispute, though not, appa- 
rently, very material to the principal subject.* 

This is, in my opinion, by far the most plausible testi- 
mony for the early representation of boroughs. The 
burgesses of St. Albans claim a prescriptive right from 
the usage of all past times, and more especially those of 
the late Edward and his ancestors. Could this be 
alleged, it has been said, of a privilege at the utmost of 
fifly years’ standing, once granted by an usurper, in the 
days of the late king’s father, and afterwards discon- 
tinued till about twenty years before the date of their 
petition, according to those who refer the regular appear- 
ance of the commons in parliament to the twenty-third 
of Edward I. ? Brady, who obviously felt the strength 
of this authority, has shown little of his usual ardour 
and acuteness in repelling it. It was observed, how- 
ever, by Madox, that the petition of St. Albans contains 
two very singular allegations : it asserts that the town 
was part of the king’s demesne, whereas it had invariably 
belonged to the adjoining abbey ; and that its burgesses 
held by the tenure of attending parliament, instead of 
all other services, contrary to all analogy, and without 
parallel in the condition of |,ny tenant in capite through- 
out the kingdom. “It is no wonder, therefore,” says 
Hume, “ that a petition which advances two falsehoods 
should contain one historical mistake, which indeed 
amounts only to an inaccurate 

be confessed that we caimot so easily set aside the 


Brady's Tntrodnctio^to HjEst of Englaiid, p. Sa. 
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whole authority of this record. For whatever assurance 
the people of St. Albans might show in asserting what 
was untrue, the king’s council must have been aware 
how recently the deputies of any towns had been 
admitted irffio parliament. K the lawful birth of the 
House of Commons were in 1295, as is maintained by 
Brady and his disciples, is it conceivable that, in 1315, 
the coimcil would have received a petition, claiming the 
elective franchise by prescription, and have referred 
the rolls of chancery to inquire whether this had been 
used in the days of the king’s progenitors ? I confess 
that I see no answer which can easily be given to this 
objection by such as adopt the latest epoch of borough 
representation, namely, the parliament of 23 E. I. 
But they are by no means equally conclusive against the 
supposition that the communities of cities and towns, 
having been first introduced into the legislature during 
Leicester’s usurpation, in the forty-ninth year of Henry 
III., were summoned, not perhaps uniformly, but 
without any long intermission, to succeeding parliar 
ments. There is a strong presumption, from the 
language of a contemporary historian, th ^t they sat in 
the parliament of 1269, four years after that convened 
by Leicester.^ It is more unequivocally stated by 
another annalist that they were present in the fii*st par- 
liament of Edward I. held in 1271.^ Nor does a similar 
inference want some degree of support from the pre- 
ambles of the statute of Marlebridge in 51 H. III., of 
Westminster I. in the third, and of Gloucester in the 
sixth, year of Edward I.® And the writs are extant 

* Convocatis nniversis Anglia prelatis thorides less imqnesdonable are adduced 
et maguatibns, necnon cunctatum regni for the same purpose. Both this assembly 
Bui civitatnm et bui^ormn potendoribus. and that mentioned by Wykes in 1269 
Wykes, in Gale, XV Scriptores, t. iL were certainly parliaments, and acted as 
p. 88. lam indebted to Hody on Con- such, particularly the former, though 
vocations for this reference, which seems Xommoned for purposes not strictly par- 
to have escaped most of our constitu- liamentary. 

tional writerb. « The statute of Marlebridge is said 

b Hoc anno . . . convenenmt archi- to be made convocatis discretioribns, 
episcopi, episcopi, comites et barones, tarn inajorihus qukm niinoribns ; that of 
abbat^ et priores, et de quolibet co- Westminster primer, par son oonseil, 
mitatu quatuor milites, et de qtSlubet et par rassentemer^ des axchievesques, 
dvitate quatuor. A n nal ea Waverleienses evesques, abbes, priom, countes, barons, et 
in Gale, t. iL p. 227. I was led to this tout le comminality de la terre iUonquee 
passage by Atterbury, Ri^ts of Con- summones. The statute of Gloucester 
vocatiouB, p. 31 where some other an r^. appelles les plus discretes de ms 



EmLisH Const. 


ST aLB\NS. 


31 


wMcli summon eveiy city, Dorougli, and market tcwu to 
send two deputies to a council in the eleventh year of 
his reign. I call this a council, for it undonhtedly was 
not a parliament. The sheriffs were directed to summon 
personally all who held more than twenty pfimds a year 
of the crovm, as well as four knights for each county in- 
vested with full powers to act for the commons thereof. 
The knights and burgesses thus chosen, as well as the 
Aergy within the province of Canterbury, met at 
Nortbiampton; those within the province of York, a{ 
that city. .Amd neither assembly was opened by the 
king.^. This anomalous convention was nevertheless 
one means of establishing the representative system, and, 
to an inquirer free from technical prejudice, is little less, 
important than a regular parliament. Nor have we long 
to look even for this. Li the same year, about eight 
months after the councils at Northampton and Y’ork, 
writs were issued summoning to a parliament at Shrews- 
bury two citizens from London, and as many from each 
of twenty other considerable towms,® It is a slight cavil 


royamne, auxibien des grandes come des 
meinders. These preambles seem to have 
satisfied Mr. Frynne that the commons 
■were then represented, though the -writs 
are wantmg ; and certainly no one could 
be less disposed to exa^erate their an- 
tiquity. 2nd Register, p. 30. 

d Brady’s Hist of England, voL ii. 
Appendix ; Carte, vol. ii. p. 257. 

* This is commonly denominated the 
parliament of Acton Burnell ; the clergy 
and commons haying sat in that town, 
while the barons passed judgment upon 
David prince of Wales at Shre-wsbury. 
The towns which were honoured with 
the privilege of representation, and may 
consequently be supposed to have been 
at that time the most considerable in 
England, were York, Carlisle, Scar^ 
borou^, Nottin^mm, Grimsby, Lincoln* 
Northmnpton, Lynn, Yarmouth, Col- 
chester. Norwich, Chester, Shrewsbury, 
Worcester, Hereford, Bristol, Canterbury, 
Winchester, and Exeter. Bymer, L ii. 
p. 247. 

, ** This [the trial •and judgment of 
ULewellin] seems to have been the only 
business transacted at Shrewsbniy; for 
the bishops and abbots, and four knights 


of each shire, and two representatives 
of London and nineteen other trading 
towns, summoned to meet the same day 
in parliament, are said to have sat at 
Acton Burnell ; and) thence the law made 
for the more easy recovery of the debts 
of merchants is called the Statute of 
Acton Burnell. It was probably made 
at the request of the representatives of 
the cities and boroughs present in that 
parliament, authentic copies in the king’s 
name being sent to seven of those trading 
towns; but it runs only In the nanift 
of the king and his council.” Carte, iL 
195, referring to Hot Wall 11 Edw. I. 
m. 2nd. 

As the parliament was summoned tc 
meet at Shrewsbury, it may be presumed 
that the Commons adjourned to Acton 
BnmeU. The word « statute” implies 
that some consent was given, though 
the enactment came firom the Wng aod 
council. It is entitled in the Book ot 
the Exchequer— des Estatus de Slopbuiy 
ke sAt appele Actone BumeL Gee 
sunt les Estatus fez at Salopscbur al 
parlement prochein apres la fete Seint 
Michel, I'au del reigne le Bey Edward, 
Eltz le Bey Henry unshoe. Boport at 
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to Object that these were not directed as usual to the 
sheriff of each county, hut to the magistrates of each 
place. Though a "very imperfect, this was a regular and 
unequivocal representation of the commons in parlia- 
ment. Bu-Wheir attendance seems to have intermitted 
from this time to the twenty-third year of Edward’s 
reign.^ 

Those to whom the petition of St. Albans is not satis- 
factory will hardly yield their conviction 
Bftmstap e. Bamstaple. This town set foith in the 

eighteenth of Edward HI. that, among other franchises 
granted to them by a charter of Athelstan, they had ever 
since exercised the right of sending two burgesses to 
parliament. The said charter, indeed, was unfortimately 
mislaid ; and the prayer of their petition was to obtain 
one of -ihe like import in its stead. Bamstaple, it must 
be observed, was a town belongiug to Lord Audley, and 
had actually returned members ever since the twenty- 
third of Edward I. Upon an inquisition directed by the 
king to be made into the trutli of these allegations, it 
was found that “ the burgesses of the said town were 
wont to send two burgesses to parliament for the com- 
monalty of the borough ; ” but nothing appeared as to 
the pretended charter of Athelstan, or the liberties 
which it was alleged to contain. The burgesses, dis- 
satisfied with this inquest, prevailed that another should 
be taken, which certmnly answered better their wishes. 
The second j’ury found that Bamstaple was a free 
borough from time immemorial ; that the burgesses had 
enjoyed under a charter of Athelstan, which had been 
casually lost, certain franchises by them enumerated, 
and particularly that they should send two burgesses to 
parliament ; and that it would not be to the king’s pre- 


Lords* Committee, p. 191. The enact- afibrd a voucher for what is said in my 
ment hy the king and council founded j^xt, which has been controverted by a 
on the consent of the estates was at fieamed antiquary.* It is certain that 
Acton Burnell. And the Statute of the lords were at Shrewsbury in their 
Merchants, 13 Edw. L, refers to that of Judicial diaracter condemning Llewelhn; 
the nth, as made by the king, a son but whether they proceeded afterwards 
parlement qne il tint k Acton Burnell, to Acton Burnell, and joined in tho 
Aol again mentions I’avant ditfbtatut statute, is not quite so dear, 
fidt % Acton Burnell. This seems to fpSToraVL] • 


Archaeological Journal, voL ii p. 337, by the Bev. W. Hartaborat. 
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judioe if he should grant them a fresh charter in terms 
equally ample with that of his predecessor Athelstan. 
But the following year we have another writ and another 
inquest; the former reciting that the second return had 
been unduly and fraudulently made; and^e latter 
expressly contradicting the previous inquest in many 
points, and especially finding no proof of Athelstan’s 
supposed charter. Comparing the various parts of this 
bifeiness, we shall probably be induced to agree with 
Willis, that it was but an attempt of the inhabitants of 
Barnstaple to withdraw themselves from the jurisdiction 
of their lord. For the right of returning burgesses, 
though it is the main point of our inquiries, was by no 
means the most prominent part of their petition, which 
rather went to establish some civil privileges of devising 
their tenements and electing their own mayor. The 
first and fairest return finds only that they were accus- 
tomed to send members to parliament, which an usage 
of fifty years (from 23 B. I. to 18 E. III.) was fully suf- 
ficient to establish, without searching into more remote 
antiquity.* 

It has, however, probably occurred to the reader of 
these two cases, St. Albans and Barnstaple, that the 
representation of the commons in parliament was not 
treated as a novelty, even in times little posterior to 
those in which we have been supposing it to have 
originated. In this consists, I think, the sole strength 
of the opposite argument. An act in the fifth year of 
Eichard II. declares that, if any sheriff shall leave out 
of his returns any cities or boroughs which be bound 
and of old times were wont to come to the parliament, 
he shall be punished as was accustomed to be done in 
the like case in time past.^ In the memorable assertion 
of legislative right by the commons in the second of 
lELenxy Y. (which will be <3JLoted hereafter) they affirm 
that “ the commune of the?Wd is, and ever has been^ a 
member of parliament.” * And the consenting suffrage 
of our older law-books must be placed in the same scale. 
The first gainsayers, 1 think, were Camden and Sir 
Henry Spelman^, who, upon prolong the antiquities of 

* Willis» ITotitia Parliamentaria, voL h 5 Kic. IL stat. 2 , c, iv. 
li p. 312 ; Lyttelton's Hist of Hen, II i Rot. ParL voL iv. p. 22. 
vol. iv. p. 89. 

VOL HI. 
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otir constitution somewiiat more exactly than their pre- 
decessors, declared that they could find no signs of the 
commons in parliament till the forty-ninth of Henry III. 
Piynne, some years afterwai’ds, with much vigour an(] 
learning, taaintained the same argument, and Brady 
completed the victory. But the current doctrine of 
Westminster Hall, and stiU more of the two chambers of 
parliament, was certainly much against these antiqua- 
ries; and it passed at one time for a surrender^ol 
popular principles, and almost a breach of privilege, to 
dispute the lineal descent of the House of Commons 
from the witenagemot.^ 

The true ground of these pretensions to antiquity was 
a veiy wcdl-founded persuasion that no other argument 
would be so conclusive to ordinary minds, or cut short 
so effectually all encroachments of the prerogative. The 
populace of every country, but none so much as the 
Hnglish, easily grasp the notion of right, meaning there- 
by something positive and definite ; while the maxims 
of expediency or theoretical reasoning pass slightly over 
their minds. Happy indeed for England that it is so ! 
But we have here to do wiih the fact alone. And it 
may be observed that several pious frauds were prac- 
tised to exalt the antiquity of our constitutional liber- 
ties. These began, perhaps, very early, when the 
imaginary laws of Edward the Confessor were so ear- 
nestly demanded. They were carried further under 
Edward I. and his successor, when the fable of privileges 

k Thongh such aa aa^oment would to prove that they were actually present 
not be conclusive, it might afford some Hoc anno Bex ScotissWillelmus magnum 
ground for hesitation, if the royal bm^hs tennit consilium. Ubi, petito ab opti- 
of Scotland were actually represented in matibus oozilio, promiserunt se daturos 
their parliament more than half a cen- decern mille marcas; praeter burgenses 
tnxy before the date assigned to the first regni, qui sex minift promiserunt Those 
representation of Engli^ towns. Lord who Ibaow the brief and incorrect style 
Hailes concludes frem a passage m of chronicles will not think it unlikely 
Fordun “ that as early as 1211 bu^ that the offer of 6000 marks by the bur- 
gesses gave snit and presence in the grem gesses was not made in parliament, but 
council of the king’s vassals; though the in consequence of separate requisitions 
contrary has been asserted with much from the crown. Pinkerton is of opinion 
confidence by various authors.** AtitiaIh that the nu^istrates of royal bux|^ 
of Scotland, voL i. p. 139. Fordun*s words, might upon this, and perhaps oth^ ooca- 
however, so far from importing %iat they sions, have attended at the bar of parUa- 
fbnned a member of the legislature, ment with thefr offers of mon^. But 
which perhaps Lord Halles did not mean the deputies of towns do not appear as a 
by the quaint expression** gave suit and part of parliament till 132$. Hist of 
presence,” da not appear to me conciusive Scotland, vol. L p. 352, 371. 
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granted by tbe Conqueror to the men of Kent was 
devised; when Andrew Horn filled his Mirronr of 
Justices with fictitious tales of Allred ; and, above all, 
when the “ Method of holding parliaments in the time 
of Ethelred ” was fabricated, about the end 3f Kichard 
II.’s reign ; an imposture which was not too gross to 
deceive Sir Edward Coke.” 

There is no great difficulty in answering the question 
v^y the deputies of boroughs were finally and causes of 
permanently ingrafted upon parliament by Ed- sammoniug 
ward I.“ The government was becoming con- 
stantly more attentive to the wealth that com- ^wrongias. 
merce brought into the kingdom, and the towns were 
becoming more flourishing and more independent. But 
chiefly Siere was a much stronger spirit of general 
liberty and a greater discontent at violent acts of pre- 
rogative from the era of Magna Charta ; after which au- 
thentic recognition of free principles many acts which 
had seemed before but the regular exercise of authority 
were looked upon as infringements of the subject’a 
right. Among these the custom of setting tallages at 
discretion would naturally appear the most intolerable ; 
and men were tua willing to remember that the bur- 
gesses who paid them were indebted for the rest of their 
possessions to the bounty of the crown. In Edward L’s 
reign, even before the great act of Confirmation of the 
Charters had rendered arbitrary impositions absolutely 
unconstitutional, they might perlmps excite louder 
murmurs than a discreet administration would risk. 
Though the necessities of the king, therefore, and his- 
imperious temper often led him to this course,® it was a 


“ [NoteVIL] 

" These expressions cannot appear too 
strong. But it is very remarkable that 
to the parliament of 18 Edward IlL the 
writs appear to have summoned none of 
the towns, but only the connti^ Willis, 
Nfotit ParliamCTLt voL i. Preface, p. 13. 
Prynne’s Register, 3rd part, p. 144. Yet 
the citizens and bnigesses are once, but 


that, if the citizens and burgesses were- 
really not snmmoned, it is by far the- 
most violent stretch of power durh^f the 
.reign of Edward IIL Bat I know of 
%o collateral evidence to illnstcate or dis- 
prove it. 

° Tallages were imposed without con- 
sent of parliament in 17 E. L Wykes, 
p. 117 ; and in 32 £. L Brady's Hist 


only once, named as present in the pax- of En^voL IL In the latter instance 
liamentary roll ; and thgre is, in general, the king also gave leave to the lay and 
a rjiHOTTi in place of their names, where spiritual nobility to set a tallage on theii 
the different ranks present are enume- own ta^ants. This was subsequent t) 
rated. Rot Part voL it p. 146. A sub- the Confiimatio Chartarum, and unoues 
^dy was granted at this parliaments so ^tlonably illegal 

d2 
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more prudent counsel to try the willingness of his 
people before he forced their reluctance. And the 
success of his innovation rendered it worth repetition. 
Whether it were from the complacency of the commons 
at being ifeus admitted among the peers of the realm, or 
from a persuasion that the king would take their money 
if they refused it, or from inability to withstand the 
plausible reasons of his ministers, or from the private 
iofluence to which the leaders of every popular assembly 
have been accessible, much more was granted in sub- 
sidies after the representation of the towns commenced 
than had ever been extorted in tallages. 

To grant money was, therefore, the main object of 
their meeting ; and if the exigencies of the administra- 
tion could have l^een relieved without subsidies, the 
citizens and burgesses might still have sat at home and 
obeyed the laws which a council of prelates and barons 
enacted for their government. But it is a difficult ques- 
tion whether the king and the peers designed to make 
room for them, as it were, in legislation ; and whether 
the power of the purse drew after it immediately, or 
only by degrees, those indispensable rights of consenting 
to laws which they now possess. There are no sufficient 
means of solving this doubt during the reign of Edward 
I. The writ in 22 E. I. directs two knights to be chosen 
• cum plenS. potestate pro se et tot^ communitate comi- 
tatus prasdicti ad consulendum et consentiendum pro se 
et communitate ilia, his quse comites, barones, et pro- 
ceres prsedicti concorditer ordinaverint in praemissis. 
That of the next year luns, ad faciendum tunc quod de 
communi consilio ordinabitur in praemissis. The same 
words are inserted in the writ of 26 E. I. In that of 
28 E. I. the knights are directed to be sent cum plen^ 
potestate audiendi et faciendi quae ibidem ordinari con- 
ligerint pro communi commodo. Several others of the 
same reign have the woAs ad faciendum The diffi- 
culty is to pronounce whether this term is to be inter- 
preted in the sense of pm^forming or of enacting ; whether 
the representatives of ih.e commons were merely to 
learn from the lordU what was to be ^ done, or to bear 
their part in advising upon it. The earliest writ, that 
^ 22 E. I., certainly implies the latter ; and I do not 
know that any of the rest ^e conclusive to the contrary. 
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In the reign of Edward 11. the words ad consentiendnm 
alone, or ad faciendum et consentiendum, begin; and 
from that of Edward III. this form has been constantly 
used.P It must still, however, be highly questionable 
whether the commons, who had so recently taken their 
place in parliament, gave anything more than a con- 
structive assent to the laws enacted during this reign. 
Ttey are not even named in the preamble of any statute 
till the last y’-ear of Edward I. Upon more than one 
occasion the sheriffs were directed to return the same 
members who had sat in the last parliament, unless pre- 
vented by death or infirmity.*^ 

It has been a very prevailing opinion that parliament 
was not divided into two houses at the first ad- 
mission of the commons. If by this is only meant time pariia- 
that the commons did not occupy a separate 
chamber tiU some time in the reign of Edward mto two 
TTT - , the proposition , true or false, will be of little 
importance. They may have sat at the bottom of Westmin- 
ster Hall, while the lords occupied the upper end. But 
that they were ever intermingled in voting appears incon 
sistent with likelihood and authority. The usual object 
of calling a parliament was to impose taxes ; and these for 
many years after the introduction of the commons were 
laid in different proportions upon the three estates of 
the realm. Thus in tiie 23 E. I. the earls, barons, and 
knights gave the king an eleventh, the clergy a tenth ; 
while he obtained a seventh from the citizens and bur- 
gesses ; in the twenty-fourth of the same king the two- 
former of these orders gave a twelfth, the last an eighth ; 
in the thirty-third year a thirtieth was the grant of the 
barons and knights and of the clergy, a twentieth of ihe 
cities and towns ; in the first of Edward II, the counties 
paid a twentieth, the towns a fifteenth ; m the sixth of 
Edward III. the rates w€l«e a fifteenth and a tenth.' 
These distinct grants imply distinct grptors; for it is 
not to be imagined that the commons intermeddled in 

P Piyime’s 2nd Blister. It may l>e assemblies. Id. p. 92. 
remarked that writs of summons to great ^ 28^ L, in Prynne's 4tb Bcgiste/ 

oouncilB never ran ad iftcaendum, but ad p. 12 ; 9 E. H. (a great council), p. 48. 
tractandum, **- nTisniftT»iiTiTn et cons^tien- ^ Brady*s Hist, of England, toL ii 
dnm ; from which some would infer that p. 40 ; Parliamentary History, voiL I 
farfATuhim had the sense of enacting; p. 206 ; Rot Pari, t li. p. 66. 
since statutes could not be passed in sucli^ 
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those afFecting the lords, or Ihe lords in those of the 
commons. In fact, however, there is abundant pro(n of 
their separate existence long before the seventeenth of 
Edward IJI., which is the epoch assigned by Carte,* or 
even the sixth of that king, which has been chosen by 
some other writers. Thus the commons sat at Acton 
Burnell in the eleventh of Edward I., whHe the upper 
house was at Shrewsbury. In the eighth of Edward J[. 
“ the commons of England complain to the king and 
his council, <kc.”* These must surely have been the 
commons assembled in parliament, for who else could 
thus have entitled themselves ? In the nineteenth of 
the same king we find several petitions, evidently pro- 
ceeding from the body of the commons in parliament, 
and complaining of public grievances.** The roll of 1 E, 
HI., though mutilated, is conclusive to show that sepa- 
rate petitions were then presented by the commons, 
according to the regular usage of subsequent times.* 
And indeed the preamble of 1 E. HI., stat. 2, is appa- 
rently capable of no other inference. 

As the knights of shires correspond to the lower 
nobility of other feudal countries, we have less cause to 
be surprised that they belonged originally to the same 
branch of parliament as the barons, than at their subse- 
quent intermixture with men so inferior in station as 
frie citizens and burgesses. It is by no means easy to 
define the point of time when this distribution was 
settled ; but I think it may be inferred from the rolls of 
parliament that the houses were divided as they are at 
present in the eighth, ninth, and nineteenth years of 
Edward H.’" This appears, however, beyond doubt in 
the first of Edward HI.* Yet in the sisih of the same 
prince, though the knights and burgesses are expressly 
mentioned to have counted together, the former taxed 
themselves in a smaller rai^ of subsidy than the latter.* 

The proper business of the House of Commons was to 
petition for redress of grievances, as much as to provide 
for the necessities of the crown. In the prudent fiction 
of Engli sh law no wi^ong is supposed to proceed from 

e 

• Carte, rclL U. p. 451 ; Parliamentaty * Id vdl ii p. 7. 
mstory, voL L p. 234. T Id p. 289, 261, 430. 

i Rot PaxL voL i. p, 289 » Id. p. 6, 

'idpuASO. * Up. HS 
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the source of right. The throne is :fis:ed upon a pin- 
nacle, which perpetual beams of truth and justice irra- 
diate, though corruption and partiality may occupy the 
middle region and cast their chill shade upon all below. 
In his high court of parliament a king of England was 
to learn where injustice had been unpunished and 
where right had been delayed. The common courts of 
law, if ttLey were sufficiently honest, were not suffi- 
clbntly strong, to redress the subject’s injuries where the 
officers of the crown or the nobles interfered. To par- 
liament he looked as the great remedial court for relief 
of private as well as public grievances. For this cause 
it was ordained in the fifth of Edward II. that the king 
should hold a parliament once, or, if necessary, twice 
every year ; “ that the pleas which have been thus 
delayed, and those where the justices have differed, 
may be brought to a close.” ^ And a short act of 4 Ed- 
ward III., which was not very strictly regarded, pro- 
vides that a parliament shall be held “ every year, or 
offcener, if need be.” ® By what persons, and under what 
limitations, this jurisdiction in parliament was exercised 
will come under our future consideration. 

The efficacy of a king’s personal character in so im- 
perfect a state of government was never more strongly 

T> Eot Pari. Yol- i. p. 286. mons, was usually convened to meet the 

« 4 K IIL c. 14. Annual sessions of king’s council in one of these parlia- 
parliament seem fully to satisfy the ments.” p 171. 

■words, and still more the spirit, of this Certainly the commons could not de- 
act, and of 36 E. IIL c. 10 ; which how- sire to have an annual parliament in 
ever are repealed by implication from the order to make new statutes, much less to 
provisions of 6 WilL IH. c. 2. But it grant subsidies. It was, however, im- 
was very rare under the Plantagenet portant to present their petitions, and to 
dynasty for a parliament to continue set forth their grievances to this hl^Ji 
more a year. court. We may easily reconcile the 

It has been observed that this provi- anxiety so often expressed by the com- 
sion "had probably in view the admi- mons to have frequent sessions of parlia- 
nistratlonof justice by the king’s court im ment, with the individual reluctance of 
parliament” Keport of L.C. p. 301.^ members to attend, A few active men 
And in another place:— “It is clear procured these petitions, which the ma- 
that the word parliament in the reign of jority could not with decency oppose, 
Edward L was not used only to describe since the public benefit was g^erally 
a legislative assembly, but was the com- admitted- But when the writs came 
mon appellation of the ordinary assembly down, i^ery pretext was commonly made 
of the kin^s great court or council ; and use o^ to avoid a troublesome and ill- 
that the legislative assembly or the realm, remxinerated journey to Westminster, 
composed generally, in and after the 23rd Eor the subject of annual parliaments 
of Edward L, of lords spiritual and tern- see a valuable article by Allen in tha 
ponl, and representatives of the com-j* 28th volume of the Edinburch lleview. 
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exemplified tliaa m tbe two first Edwards. The father, 
a little before his death, had humbled his boldest oppo- 
nents among the nobility ; and as for the commons, so 
Edward n. ^ claiming a right of remonstrating, we 
Petitions of h8ve Seen cause to doubt whether they were 
accounted effectual members of the legislature 
for any purposes hut taxation. But in the 
Tery second year of the son’s reign they granted t^e 
twenty-fififch penny of their goods, “ upon this condition, 
that Ac ki^ sho-^d take advice and grant redress upon 
certain articles wherein they are aggrieved,” These 
were answered at the ensuing parliament, and are entered 
with the king’s respective promises of redress upon the 
roll. It will be worth while to extract part of this re- 
cord, that we may see what were the complaints of the 
commons of England, and their notions of right, in 1309. 
I have chosen on this as on other occasions to translate 
very literally, at the expense of some stiffness, and per- 
haps obscurity, in language. 

“ The good people of the kingdom who are come hither 
to parliament pray our lord the king that he will, if it 
please him, have regard to his poor subjects, who are 
much aggrieved by reason that they are not governed 
as they should be, especially as to the articles of the 
Great Charter ; and for this, if it please hinp., they pray 
remedy. Besides which, they pray their lord the king 
to hear what has long aggrieved his people, and still 
does so from day to day, on the part of those who call 
themselves his officers, and to amend it, if he pleases.” 
The articles, eleven in number, are to the following pur- 
port : — 1. That the king’s purveyors seize great quantities 
of victu^ without payment ; 2. That new customs are 
set on wine, cloth, and other imports ; 3. That the cur- 
rent coin is not so good as formerly;^ 4, 5. That the 
steward and marshal enlar^ their jurisdiction beyond 
measure, to the oppression Df the people ; 6. That the 
commons find none to receive petitions addressed to the 
council ; 7 . That the collectors of the king’s dues (per- 
nours des prises) in towns and at fairs take more is 


d This article is so expressed as to currency, and the whole tenor of these 
it appear that the gnevance was articles relates to abuses of govenunent, 
the high pnoe of commodities. But as I think it must have meant what I have 
this was the natural effect of a degraded taid in the text 



English Co^ST. PETITIONS OF PAKLIAMENT, 


41 


lawful; 8. That men are delayed in their ciTil suits by 
writs of protection; 9. That felons escape ptinishment 
by procnring charters of pardon ; 10. That the constables 
of the Idng’s castles take cognizance of common pleas ; 
11, That the king’s escheators oust men of lands held by 
good title, under pretence of an inqnest of ofdce.® 

These articles display in a short compass the nature of 
those grievances which existed tmder almost all the 
pRnces of the Plantagenet dynasty, and are spread over 
the rolls of parliament for more than a century after this 
time. Edward gave the amplest assurances of putting an 
end to them all, except in one instance, the augmented cus- 
toms on imports, to which he answered, rather evasively, 
that he would take them off till he should perceive 
whether himself and his people derived advantage from 
so doing, and act thereupon as he should be advised. 
Accordiugly, the next year, he issued writs to collect 
these new customs again. But the Lords Ordainers 
superseded the writs, having entirely abrogated all 
illegal impositions.^ It does not appear, however, that, 
regard had to the times, there was anything very tyran- 
nical in Edward’s government. He set tallages some- 
times, like his father, on his demesne towns, without 
assent of parliament.^ In the nineteenth year of his 
reign the commons show that, “whereas we and our 
ancestors have given many tallages to the king’s ances- 
tors to obtain the charter of the forest, which charter we 
have had conffrmed by the present king, paying him 
largely on our part ; yet the king’s officers of the forest 
seize on lands, and destroy ditches, and oppress the 
people, for which they pray remedy, .for the sake of God 
and Lis father’s soul.” They complain at the same time 
of arbitrary imprisonment, against the law of the land.*^ 
To both these petitions the king returned a promise of 
redress ; and ^ey complete^the catalogue of customary 
grievances in this period of our constitution. 

During the reign of Edward 11. the rolls of parliament 
are imperfect, and we have not much assistance from 
other sources. The assent of the commons, which fre- 
quently is not ^specified in the ^statutes of this age,' 

* Prymie*s 2nd Register, p, 68. ParL voL i. p. -448. 

t Id. p. 75, h Bot ParL toI. i. p. 430. 

* Madox. lETxxna Bsjgi. p. 6; Rotr * It is however disHactly specified m 
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appears in a remarkable and revolutionaiy proceeding, 
the appointment of the Lords Ordainers in 1312.’' In 
this case it indicates that the aristocratic party then 
combined against the crown were desirous of conciliatmg 
popularity * An historian relates that some of the com- 
mons were consulted upon the ordinances to be made for 
the reformation of government.® 

During the long and prosperous reign of Edward HI, 
Edward m. efforts of parliament in behalf of th^ 
The com- * country were rewarded with success in esta- 
hlishing upon a firm footing three * essential 
rights. principles of our government — the illegality of 
raising money without consent ; the necessity that the 
two houses should concur for any alterations in the law ; 
and, lastly, the right of the commons to inquire into 
public abuses, and to impeach public counsellors. By 
exhibiting proofs of each of these from parliamentary 
records I shall he ahle to substantiate the progressive 
improvement ot our free constitution, which was prin- 
cipally consolidated during the reigns of Edward m. 
and his two next successors. Brady, indeed, Carte, and 
the authors of the Parliamentary History, have trod 
already over this ground ; hut none of the three can he 
considered as familiar to the generality of readers, and I 
may at least take credit for a sincerer love of liberty 
than any of their writings display. 

In the sixth year of Edward III. a parliament was 
Remon- Called to provide for the emergency of an Irish 
rebellion, wherein, “ because the king could not 
levying Send troops and money to Ireland without the 
wiSt ^ people, the prelates, earls, barons, 

consent, and other great men, and the knights of shires, 

stat. Y Edw, n. and in 12 Edw. 11., and of prelates, earls, and barons.” p. 262. 
■equivalent words are found in other sta- ,We have no record of this paxliahaent ; 
tutes. Though often wanting, the testi- Aut in that of 6 Edw. 11. it is recited— 
mony to the constitution of parliament is ^Come le seizieme jour de Mara I’an de 
sufficient and conclusive. notre regne tierce, a Thoneur de Die^, 

^ Bot ParL vol. i. p. 281. et pour le bien de nous et de nost* e 

® Walsing^am, p. 9Y. The Lords’ roiaume, eussions grants de notre franche 
committee “have found no evidence of volontd, par nos lettres ouvertes aux 
any writ issued for election of %night8, prelatz, countes, et harons, et commune* 
citizens, and burgesses to attend the same de dit rciavme^ qn’ils puissent eslire cer* 
meetings; from the subsequent docu- tain peisones des prelatz, comtes, et 
ments it seems probable that none were barons, &c. Rot. ParL L 281. The in 
issued, and that the parliament which ference therefore of the committee seems 
assembled at Westminster consisted only ♦etroneoua. CJTotb Vlli.] 
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and all the commons, of their free will, for the said 
purpose, and also in order that the king might live 
of his own, and not vex his people by excessive prises, 
nor in other manner, grant to him the fifteenth penny, 
to levy of the commons,® and the tenth from the cities, 
towns, and royal demesnes. And the king, at the re- 
quest of the same, in ease of his people, grants that the 
commissions lately made to certain persons assigned to 
set tallages on cities, towns, and demesnes thronghont 
England shall be immediately repealed ; and that in 
time to come he will not set such tallage, except as it 
has been done in the time of his ancestors, and as he 
may reasonably do.’’ ® 

These concluding words are of dangerous implication ; 
and certainly it was not the intention of Edward, in- 
ferior to none of his predecessors in the love of power, to 
divest himself of that eminent prerogative, which, how- 
ever illegally since the Confirmatio Chartarum, had been 
exercised by them aU. But the parliament took no 
notice of this reservation, and continued with unshaken 
perseverance to insist on this incontestable and funda- 
mental right, which he was prone enough to violate. 

In the thirteenth year of this reign the lords gave 
their answer to commissioners sent to open the parlia- 
ment, and to treat with them on the king’s part, in a 
sealed roll. This contained a grant of the tenth sheaf, 


® ‘*La commonaltee ” seems in this 
place to mean the tenants of land, or 
commons of the counties, in contradis- 
tinction to citizens and burgesses. 

® Rot ParL voL ii. p. 66. The Iiords’ 
committee observe on this passage in the 
roll of parliament that the king’s right 
to tallage his cities, boroughs, and de- 
mesnes seems not to have been ques- 
tioned by the parliament, though th4|, 
commissions for setting the tallage were' 
oljjected to.” p. 305. But bow can we 
bcdieve that after the representatives of 
these cities and borou^ bad sat, at least 
at times, for two reigns, and after the ex- 
plicit renunciation of all right of tall^e 
by Edward L (for it was never pretended 
that the king could lay a talla^ on any 
towns which did not hold of himself), 
there conld have been a parliament which 
•did not question” the legality of £' 


tallage set without their consent? The 
silence of the rolls of parliament wonld 
famish bnt a poor argument. But in 
fact their language is expressive enon^ 
The several ranks of lords and commons 
grant the fifteenth penny from the com- 
monalty, and the tenth from the cities, 
boronghi and demesnes of the king, * that 
our lord the king may live of his own, 
and pay for his expenses, and not a^riere 
his people by excessive (ontraiouses) 
prises, or otherwise.” And npon this 
the king revokes the commisaon in the 
words of the text Can anything be clearer 
than that the parliament though in a 
much ^tler tone than they came after- 
wards to assume, intimate the illegality 
of the late tallage? As to any otlier 
objection to the commissions, which the 
committee suppose to have been takeix 
nothing appears on the roU. 
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fleece, and laml). But before they gave it they took care 
to have letters patent showed them, by which the com- 
missioners had power “ to grant some graces to the great 
and small of the kingdom.” ‘‘ And the said lords,” the 
roll proceeds to say, “will that the imposition (male- 
toste) which now again has been levied upon wool be 
entirely abolished, tiiat the old customary duty be kept, 
and that they may have it by charter, and by enrolment 
in parliament, tlmt such custom be never more levied, 
and that this grant now made to the king, or any other 
made in time past, shall not tom hereafter to their charge, 
nor be drawn into precedent.” The commons, who gave 
their answer in a separate roll, declared that they could 
grant no subsidy without consulting their constituents ; 
and therefore begged that another parliament might be 
summoned, and in the mean time they would endeavour, 
by using persuasion with the people of their respective 
counties, to procure the grant of a reasonable aid in the 
next parliament.’ They demanded also that the imposi- 
tion on wool and lead should be taken as it used to be in 
former times, “ inasmuch as it is enhanced without assent 
of the commons, or of the lords, as we understand ; and 
if it be otherwise demanded, that any one of the com- 
mons may refuse it (le puisse arester), without being 
troubled on that account (saunz estre chalange.)” 

Wool, however, the staple export of that age, was too 
easy and tempting a prey to be relinquished by a prince 
engaged in an impoverishing war. Seven years after- 
wards, in 20 E. Ill,, we find the commons praying 
that the great subsidy of forty shillings upon the sack of 
wool be taken off ; and the old custom paid as heretofore 
a^ented to aud granted. The government spoke 
this time in a more authoritative tone. “As to this 
point,” the answer runs, “ the prelates and others, see- 
ing in what need the king^od of an aid before his 
p^sage beyond sea, to recover his rights and defend his 
kingdom of England, consented, with the concurrence of 
the merchants, tliat he should have in aid of his said 
war, and in defence oiyfis said kingdom, forty shillings 
^subsidy for each sack of wool that should exported 

beyond sea for two years to come. And upon this grani 


P Bot Par], vol. ft. p. ilw. 
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divers mercliants have made many advances to onr lord 
the king in aid of his war ; for which cause this sub- 
sidy cannot be repealed ’vv'ithout assent of the king and 
his lords.” ^ 

It is probable that Edward’s counsellors wished to 
establish a distinction, long afterwards revived by those 
of James I., between customs levied on merchandise at 
•gie ports and internal taxes. The statute entitled Con- 
firmatio Chartarum had manifestly taken away the 
prerogative of imposing the latter, which, indeed, had 
never extended beyond the tenants of the royal demesne. 
But its language was not quite so explicit as to the 
former, although no reasonable doubt could be enter- 
tained that the intention of the legislature was to abrogate 
every species of imposition unauthorized by parliament. 
The thirtieth section of Magna Charta had provided that 
foreign merchants should be tree from all tributes, ex- 
cept the ancient customs ; and it was, strange to suppose 
that natives were excluded from the benefit of that enact- 
ment. Yet, owing to the ambiguous and elliptical 
style so frequent in our older laws, this was open to dis- 
pute, and could, perhaps, only be explained by usage. 
Edward I., in despite of both these statutes, had set a 
duty of threepence in the pound upon goods imported 
by merchant strangers. This imposition was noticed as 
a grievance in the third year of his successor, and re- 
pealed by the Lords Ordainers. It was revived, how- 
ever, by Edward III., and continued to be levied ever 
afterwards.* 

Edward was led by the necessities of his unjust and 
expensive war into another arbitrary encroachment, of 
which we find as many complaints as of his pecuniar}’ 
extortions. The commons pray, in the same parliament 
of 20 E. Ill,, that commissions should not issue for 
the future out of chance:^ to charge the people with 
providing men-at-arms, hobelers (or light cavalry), 
archers, victuals, or in any other manner, without con- 

' Rot Pari. voL ii. p. 161. cloth exported, on the pretence that, ae 

* Case of impositions in Howell’s State the w^l must have paid a tax, he had a 
Trials, vot ii. p. 3'?1#519; panicnlarly right to place the wronght and nnwronght 
ihe argument of Mr. Hahewill. Hale’s article on an equality. The commons 
Treatise on the Costoms, in Hargrave’s remonstrated against this ; hut it was 
Tracts, voL i not repealed. This took place about 

Edward HI. imposed another duty oC 22 R IIL Hale’s Treatise, p. 175 
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sent of parliament. It is replied to this petition, that 
“ it is notorious kow in many parliaments the lords and 
commons had promised to aid the king in his quarrel 
with their bodies and goods as far as was in their power ; 
wherefore the said lords, seeing the necessity in which 
the king stood of ha*ving aid of men-atrarms, hobelerls, 
and archers, before his passage to recover his rights be- 
yond sea, and to defend his realm of Eng la nd, ordain^ 
that such as had five pounds a year, or more, in land on 
this side of Trent should furnish men-at-arms, hobelers, 
and archers, according to Hie proportion of the land they 
held, to attend the ki^ at his cost ; and some who would 
neither go themselves nor find others in their stead were 
willing to give the king wherewithal he might provide 
himself with some in thoir place. And thus the thing 
has been done, and no otherwise. And the king wills 
that henceforth what has been thus done in this neces- 
sity be not drawn into consequence or example.” * 

The commons were not abashed by these arbitrary pre- 
tensions; they knew that by incessant remonstrances 
they should gain at least one essential point, that of pre- 
venting the crown from claiming these usurpations as 
uncontested prerogatives. The roll of parliament in the 
next two years, the 21st and 22nd of Edw. Ill,, is full 
of the same complaints on one side, and the same alle- 
gations of necessity on the other." In the latter year 
the commons grant a subsidy, on condition that no illegal 
levying of money should t^e place, with several other 
remedial provisions ; “and that these conditions should 
be entered on the roll of parliament, as a matter of re- 
cord, by which they may have remedy, if anything should 
be attempted to the contrary in time to come.” From 
this year the complaints of extortion become rather less 
frequent; and soon afterwards a statute was passed, “ That 
no man ^all be constrained^o find men-at-arms, hobe- 
lers, nor archers, other than those which hold by such 
services, if it be not by common assent and grant made 
in parliament.” * Yet. even in the last year of Edward’s 
reign, when the boundaries of prerogative and the rights 
of parliament were better ascertained, the king lays a 
{K)rt of claim to impose charges upon his subjects in cases 


. Sot Pari, p. 16 a 


p. 161, im. 201 


25 E. UL stat V. c. 8. 
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of great necessity, and for the defence of his kingdom.^ 
But this more humble language indicates a change in 
the spirit of government, which, after long fretting im- 
patiently at -Sie curb, began at length to acknowledge 
the controlling hand of law. 

These are the chief instances of a struggle between the 
crown and commons as to arbitraiy taxation ; but there 
are two remarkable proceedings in the 45ih and 46th of 
Bdward, which, though they would not have been 
endured in later times, are rather anomalies arising out 
of the unsettled state of the constitution and the recency 
of parliamentary rights than mere encroachments of the 
prerogative. In the former year parliament had granted 
a subsidy of fifty thousand pounds, to be collected by an 
assessment of twenty-two shillings and threepence upon 
eveiy parish, on a presumption that the parishes in Eng 
land amounted to forty-five thousand, whereas they were 
hardly a fifth of that number. This amazing mistake 
was not discovered till the parliament had been dissolved. 
Upon its detection the king summoned a great council, 
consisting of one knight, citizen, and burgess, named by 
himself out of two -^t had been returned to the last 
parliament.* To this assembly the chancellor set forth 
the deficiency of the last subsidy, and proved by the 
certificates of all the bishops in England how strangely 
the parliament had miscalciilated the number of parishes ; 
whereupon they increased the parochial assessment, by 
their own authority, to one hundred and sixteen shil- 
lings.® It is obvious that the main intention of parlia- 
ment was carried into elBfect by thi <2 irregularity, which 
seems to have been the subject of no complaint. In the 
next parliament a still more objectionable measure was 
resorted to ; after the petitions of the commons had been 
answered, and the knights dismissed, the citizens and 
burgesses were convened b^ore the prince of Wales and 
the lords in a room near the white chamber, and solicited 
to renew their subsidy of forty shillings upon the tun of 
wine, and sixpence in the pound upon other imports, for 
safe convoy of shipping, during one year more, to which 
they assented, “ and so departed.”^ 

^ Bot voL ii. p. 366. x> Bot Pari. p. 310. In the mode of 

* Prynne’s 4th Register, p. 289. levying sutsidles a remarkable impxove- 

* Bot ParL p. 304. fmeat took place early in the reign of 



4:8 CONCUPRENCE OF BOTH HOCb'ES Chap. Vlll. f aht HI. 

The second constitutional principle established in the 
reign of Edward 111. was that the king and two 
houses of parliament, in conjunction, possessed 
ho^^in 62 ^clusively the right of legislation. Laws were 
legislation now declai'ed to be made by the king at the 
necessary. oommons, and by the assent of 

the lords and prelates. Such at least was the general 
form, though for many subsequent ages there was no 
invariable regularity in this respect. The commoift, 
who tiU this reign were rarely mentioned, were now as 
rarely omitted in the enacting clause. In faoft, it is evi- 
dent from the rolls of parliament that statutes were 
almost always founded upon their petition.® These peti 
tions, with the respective answers made to them in the 
king’s name, were drawn up after the end of the session 
in the form of laws, and entered upon the statute-roll. 
But here it must be remarked that the petitions were 
often extremely qualified and altered by the answer, 
insomuch that many statutes of this and some later reigns 
by no means express the true sense of the commons. 
SometiDies they contented themselves with showing their 
grievance, and praying remedy from the king and his 
council. Of this one eminent instance is the great 
statute of treasons. In the petition whereon this act is 
founded it is merely prayed that, “ whereas the kiug’s 
justices in different counties adjudge persons indicted 
before them to be traitors for sundry matters not known 
by the commons to be treason, it would please the king 
by bis council, and by the great and wise men of the 
land, to declare what are treasons in this present parlia- 
ment.” The answer to this petition contains the existing 
statute, as a declaration on the king’s part.*^ But there 

Edward HL Originally two chief taxors ® Laws appear to have been drawn up, 

were apjwinted by the king for each^and proposed to the two houses by the 
county, who named twelve persons in^king, down to the time of Edward 3. 
every hundred to assess the moveable Hale’s Hist of Common Law, p. 16. 
estate of all inhabitants accordix^ to its Sometimes the representatives of par- 
real value. But in 8 E.III., on complaint ticular places address separate petitions 
of parliament that these taxors were to the king and council ; as the citizens 
partial, commissioners were 6ea%oimd to of London, the commons of Devonshire, 
compound with every town and parish &c. These are, intermingled with the 
for a gross sum, which was from thence- general petitions, and both together are 
forth the fixed quota of subsidy, and for the most part vey numerous. In iha 
raised by the inhabitants themselves, roll of 50 Edw. HL they amonnt to 14a 
Brady on Boroughs, p. 81 a Bot ParL p. 239. 
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iB no appearance that it received the direct assent of the 
lower house. In the next reigns we shall find more 
remarkahle instances of assuming a consent which was 
never positively given. 

The statute of treasons, however, was supposed to he 
declaratory of the ancient law : in permanent and mate- 
rial innovations a more direct concurrence of all the 
estotes was probably required. A new statute, to be 
pSpetoally incorporated with the law of England, was 
regarded as no light matter. It was a very common 
answer to a petition of the commons, in the early part of 
this reign, that it could not be granted without making 
a new law. After the parliament of 14 E. HI. a certain 
number of prelates, barons, and counsellors, with twelve 
knights and six burgesses, were appointed to sit from day 
“to day in order to turn such petitions and answers as 
were fit to be perpetual into a statute ; but for such as 
were of a temporary nature the king issued his letters 
patent.® This reluctance to innovate without necessity, 
and to swell the number of laws which all were bound 
to know and obey with an accumulation of transitory 
enactments, led apparently to the distinotion 
between statutes and ordinances. The latter 
are indeed defined by some lawyers to be regu- 
lations proceeding from the king and lords ***■ 
without concurrence of the commons. But if this be 
applicable to some ordinances, it is certain that the word, 
even when opposed to statute, with which it is often 
synonymous, sometimes denotes an act of the whole 
legislature. In the 37th of Edward III., when divers 
sumptuary regulations against excess of apparel were 
made in fiiU parliament, “ it was demanded of the lords 
and commons, masmucti as the matter of their petitions 
was^novel and unheard of before, whether they would 
have them granted by wayM ordinance or of statute. 
They answered that it would be best to have them by 
way of ordinance and not of statute, in order that any- 
thing wliich should need amendment might be amend^ 
at the next parliament.”' So mu^ scruple did they 
entertain about tampering with the statute law of the 
land. 


Kot PftTL p. na 
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Ordinaaces wticli, if it were not for their partial oi 
temporary operation, oonld not well be distingnisbed from 
laws,s were often established in great councils. These 
assemblies, which frequently occurred in Edward’s reign, 
were hardly distinguishable, except in name, from par- 
liaments ; being constituted not only of those who were 
regularly summoned to the house of lords, but of depu- 
ties from counties, cities, and boroughs. Several pl^es 
that never returned burgesses to parliament have sent 
deputies to some of these councils.^ The most remark- 
able of these was that held in the 27th of Edward III., 
consisting of one knight for each county, and of two 
citizens or burgesses from every city or borough wherein 
the ordinances of the staple were established.* These 
were previously agreed upon by the king and lords, and 
copies given, one to the knights, another to the burgesses. 
The roU tells us that they gave their opinion in writing 
to the council, after much deliberation, and that this was 
read and discussed by the great men. These ordinances 
fix the staple of wool in particular places within Eng- 
land, prohibit English merchants from exporting that 
article under pain of death, inflict sundry other peiialties. 
create jurisdictions, and in short have the effect of a new 
and important law. After they were passed the deputies 
T)f the commons granted a subsidy for three years, com- 
plained of grievances, and received answers, as if in a 
regular parliament. But ihey were aware that these 
proceedings partook of some irregularity, and endea- 
voured, as was their constant method, to keep up the 
legal forms of the constitution. In the last petition of 
this council the commons pray, “ because many articles 
touching the state of the kmg and common profit of his 
kingdom have been agreed by him, the prelates, lords, 
rand commons of his land, at tiiis council, that the* said 
articles may be recited Ct the next parliament, and 
entered upon the roll ; for this cause, that ordinances and 

e « If there be any difference between ParL voL iii. p. ; voL iv. v. 3S. 
an ordinance and a statute, m some have b These may be found in Willis's 
ctdlected, it is hut only tra, that an Notitia Parliamentarian In 28 E. L the 
ordinance is but temporary till confirmed nniversities were summoned to send 
and made perpetual, hut a statute is members to a great council in order te 
perpetual at first, and so have some or- defend the king’s ri^tto the khigdom ot 
dinances also been.” Whitelocke on Par- Scotland. 1 Prynne. 

IwneutaiyWnt voLii. p.29t. SeeHJt, i Eot Pari, ii- 20<t. 
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agreements made in council are not of record, as if they 
had been made in a general parliament.” This accord- 
ingly was done at the ensuing parliament, when these 
ordinances were expressly confirmed, and directed to be 
holden for a statute to endure always.” ^ 

It must be confessed that the distinction between ordi- 
nances and statutes is very obscure, and perhaps no 
p]^cise and uniform principle can be laid down about it. 
But it sufficiently appears that whatever provisions 
altered the common law or any former statute, and were 
entered upon the statute-roll, transmitted to the sheriffs, 
and promulgated to the people as general obligatory 
enactments, were holden to require the positive assent of 
both houses of parliament, duly and formally summoned. 

Before we leave this subject it will be proper to take 
notice of a remarkable stretch of prerogative, which, if 
drawn into precedent, would have effectually subverted 
this principle of parliamentary consent in legislation. In 
the 15th of Edward III. petitions were presented of a 
bolder and more innovating cast than was acceptable to 
the court : — That no peer should be put to answer for 
any trespass except before his peers ; that commissioners 
should be assigned to examine the accounts of such as 
had received public moneys ; that the judges and ministers 
should be sworn to observe the Great Charter and other 
laws ; and that they should be appointed in parliament. 
The last of these was probably the most obnoxious ; but 
the king, unwilling to defer a supply which was granted 
merely upon condition that these petitions should prevail, 
suffered them to pass into a statute with an alteration 
which did not take off much from their efficacy — namely, 
that these officers should indeed be appointed by the 
king with the advice of his council, but should surrender 
their charges at the next parl^^ent, and be there respon- 
sible to any who should have^cause of complaint against 
them. The chancellor, treasurer, and judges entered 
their protestation that they had not assented to the said 
statutes, nor could they observe them, in case they should 
prove contrary to the laws and cust(?ais of the langdom, 
which they were sworn to maintain.® This is the first 
instance of a protest on the roll of parliament against the 
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passing of an act. Nevertiholoss iiliey were compelled to 
swear on the cross of Canterbury to its observance." 

This excellent statute was attempted too early for 
complete success- Edward’s ministers plainly saw that 
it left them at the mercy of future parliaments, wh: 
would readily learn the wholesome and constitutional 
principle of sparing the sovereign while they punished 
his advisers. They had recourse therefore to a violent 
measure, but which was likely in those times to Hie 
endured. By a proclamation addressed to all the sheriffe 
the kirig revokes and annuls the statute, as contrary to 
the laws and customs of England and to his own just 
rights and prerogatives, which he had sworn to preserve ; 
declaring that he had never consented to its passing, but, 
having previously protested that he would revoke it, lest 
the parliament should have been separated in wrath, had 
dissembled, as was his duty, and permitted the great seal 
to be affixed ; and that it appeared to the earls, barons, 
and other learned persons of his kingdom with whom he 
had consulted, that, as the said statute had not proceeded 
from his own good will, it was null, and could not have 
the name or force of law." This revocation of a statute, 
as the price of which a subsidy had been granted, was a 
gross infringement of law, and undoubtedly passed for 
such at that time ; for the right was already clear, though 
the remedy was not always attainable. Two years after- 
wards Edward met his parliament, when that obnoxious 
statute was formally repealed.^ 

Notwithstanding the king’s unwillingness to peimit 
this control of parliament over his administration, he 
suffered, or rather solicited, their interference in mattei-s 

“ Eot. ParL il. p. 123. of his crown and royalty, and against the 

® Rymer, t v. p. 282. This instam- law of the land in many points, he had 
ment betrays in its language Edward^ repealed it. But he would have the 
consdousness of the violent step he w^ articles of the said statute examined, and 
taWng; and his widi to excuse it as much what should he found hononrahle and 
as possible. profitable to the king and his people put 

P The commons in the lYth of Edw. into a new statute, and observed h» 
HL petition that the statutes made two future.” Rot. Pari. ii. 139. But though 
years before be maintained iu their force, this is inserted among the petitions, it 
having granted for them t% subsidies appears from the roll a little before 
which they enumerate, « whidi was a (p. 139, n. 2^, that the statute was 
great spoiling (ranpon) and grievous actually repealed by common consent; 
diaige for them.” But the king an- such consent at least beirg redted, 
sweredthat “perceiving the said statute whether truly or not 
to be against jQis oath, and to the blenuen 
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wliicb. liave since heen reckoned the exclusive pro 
vince of the 3rown. This was an unfair trick ^ 
of his policy. He was desirous, in order to pariiameL 
prevent any murmuring about subsidies, to 
throw the war upon parliament as their own waraiui 
act, though none could have been commenced 
more selfishly for his own benefit, or less for the advantage 
of the people of England. It is called “ the war which our 
lofd the king has undeitaken against his adversary of 
France by common assent of all the lords and commons 
of his realm in divers parliaments.** And he several 
times referred it to them to advise upon the subject ol 
peace. But the commons showed their humility or dis- 
cretion by treating this as an invitation which it would 
show good manners to decline, though in the eighteenth 
of the king’s reign they had joined with the lords in 
imploring the king to make an end of the war by a battle 
or by a suitable peace.’' “ Most dreaded lord,” they say 
upon one occasion, “ as to your war, and the equipment 
necessary for it, we are so ignorant and simple that vre 
know not how, nor have the power, to devise ; wherefore 
we pray your grace to excuse us in this matter, and that 
it please you, with advice of the great and wise persons 
of your council, to ordain what seems best to you for the 
honour and profit of yourself and your kingdom; and 
whatever shall be thus ordained by assent and agreement 
for you and your lords we readily assent to, and will 
hold it firmly established.” * At another time, after theii’ 
petitions had been answered, “ it was shewed to the lords 
and commons by Bartholomew de Burghersh, the king’s 
ch a mberlain, how a treaty had been set on foot between 
the king and his adversary of France ; and how he had 
good hope of a final and agreeable issue with God’s help ; 
to which he would not come without assent of the lords 
and commons. Wherefore tie said chamberlain inquired 
on the king’s part of the said lords and commons whether 
they would assent and agree to the peace, in case it 
might be had by treaty between the parties* To which 
the said commons with one voice replied, that whatever 
end it should please the king and lords to make of the 
treaty would be agreeable to them. On which answer 
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Jie cliamberlam said to the commons, Then yon -vvill 
assent to a perpetual treaty of peace if it can be had. 
And the said commons answered at once and unanimously, 
Yes, yes.” ‘ The lords were not so diffident. Their 
great station as hereditary councillors gave them weight 
in all deliberations of government ; and they seem to have 
pretended to a negative voice in the question of peace. 
At least they answer, upon the proposals made by Dajid 
king of Sor.ts in 1368, which were submitted to them^^in 
parliament, that, saving to the said David and his heira 
the articles contained therein, they saw no way of making 
a treaty which would not openly turn to the disherison 
of the king and his heirs, to which they would on no 
account assent ; and so departed for that day.” A few 
years before they had made a similar answer to some 
other propositions from Scotland.* It is not improbable 
that, in both these oases, they acted with the concuirence 
and at the instigation of the king; but the precedents 
might have been remembered in other cii-cumstances. 

A third important acquisition of the house of commons 
Right of the this rei^ was the establishment of iheir 

commons to right to investigate and chastise the abuses of 
mto administration. In the fourteenth of Edward 
abuses. HI. a Committee of the lords’ house had been 
appointed to examine the accounts of persons responsible 
for the receipt of the last subsidy ; but it does not appear 
that the commons were concerned in this.^ The unfoi-tu- 
nate statute of the next year contained a similar provision, 
which was annulled with the rest. Many years elapsed 
before the commons tried the force of their vindictive 
arm. We must pass onward an entire generation of man, 
and look at the parliament assembled in the fiftieth of 
Edward HI. Isothing memorable as to the interference 
of the commons in government occurs before, unless it be 
their request, in the fort 3 Ffifth of the king, that no 
clergyman should be made chancellor, treasurer, or other 
great officer; to which the king answered that he would 
do what best pleased his council.* 

® 28 E. m. p. 261. tlon of the coipmons doing this in thw 

^ 28 E. m. p, 295. Carte says, ** the xoll of parliament, 
lords and commons, giving this advice * Rymer, p. 269. 
separately, dedaxed,*’ &c. Hist, ot Eng- 7 p. 114 . 
vol ii. p. 518. I can find no men-# * p 3C 
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It -will be remembered by every one vrbo bas read 
our history that in the latter years of Edward’s parUaoeat 
life his fame was tarnished by the ascendancy ofsoK.m. 
of the duke of Lancaster and Alice Ferrers. The 
former, a man of more ambition than his capacity seems 
to have warranted, even incurred the suspicion of medi- 
tating to set aside the heir of the crown when the 
!^lack Prince should have sunk into the grave. "Whether 
he were wronged or not by these conjectures, they cer- 
tainly appear to have operated on those most concerned 
to t^e alarm at them. A parliament met in April, 
1376, wherein the general unpopularity of the king’s 
administration, or the influence of the prince of Wales, 
led to very remarkable consequences.^ After granting 
a subsidy, the commons, “ considering the evils of the 
country, through so many wars and other causes, and 
that the officers now in the king’s service are insufficient 
without further assistance for so great a charge, pray 
that the council be strengthened by the addition of ten 
or twelve bishops, lords, and others, to be constantly at 
hand, so that no business of weight should be despatched 
without the consent of all ; nor smaller matters without 
that of four or six.”'* The king pretended to come with 
alacrity into this measure, which was followed by a 
strict restraint on them and all other officers from tatog 
presents in the course of their duty. After this, “ the 
said commons appeared in parliament, protesting that 
they had the same good will as ever to assist the king 
with their lives and fortunes ; but that it seemed to 
them, if their said liege lord had always possessed about 
him faithful counsellors and good officers, he would have 
been so rich that he would have had no need of charg- 
ing his commons with subsidy or tallage, considering 
the great ransoms of the fcenoh and Scotch kings, and 
of so many other prisoner^, and that it appeared to be 
for the private advantage of some near the king, and of 


• Most of ovx general historians have an encomiast of its founder. Another 
slurred over this important session. The modem book may he named with some 
best view, perhaps, of its secret history commeil&ation, thon^ very inferior in 
wiU be found in Lowth’s Life of Wyke- its execution, Godwin*s life of ChanceT 
bam; an instructive and elegant work, of which the duke of Lancaster is ths 
only to be blamed for marks of that political hero, 
academical point of honour whidi makes b ByzExr p. SU 

A MIow of a college too indiscriminate 
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others by their collusion, that the king and kingdom 
are so impoverished, and the commons so mined. And 
they promised the king tiiat, if he would do speedj^ 
justice on such as should be found guilty, and take from 
them what law and reason permit, with what had been 
already granted in parliament, they will engage that he 
should be rich enough to maintain his wars for a long 
time, without much charging his people in any manner ” 
They next proceeded to allege three particular griev- 
ances ; the removal of the staple from Calais, where it 
had been fixed hy parliament, through the procurement 
and advice of the said private counsellors about the 
king ; the participation of the same persons in lending 
money to tiie king at exorbitant usury ; and their pur- 
chasing at a low rate, for their own benefit, old debts 
from the crown, the whole of which they had afterwards 
induced the king to repay to themselves. For these and 
for many more misdemeanours the commons accused 
and impeached the lords Latimer and Nevil, with four 
merchants, Lyons, Ellis, Peachey, and Bury.® Latimer 
had been chamberlain, and Nevil held another office. 
The former was the friend and creature of the duke of 
Lanc^ter. l^or was this parliament at all nice in 
touching a point where kings least endure their inter- 
ference. An ordinance was made, that, ‘‘ whereas many 
women prosecute the suits of others in courts of justice 
by '^y of maintenance, and to get profit thereby, which 
is displeasing to the king, he forbids any woman hence- 
forward, ^d especially Alice Perrers, to do so, on pain 
of the said Alice forfeiting all her goods, and suffering 
banishment from the kingdom.” 

The p^ which the prince of Wales, who had ever 
been distinguished for his respectful demeanour towards 
Edward, bore in to unprece^nted opposition, is strong 
evidence of the, jealousy wifii which he regarded the 
duke of Lancaster ; and it was led in the house of com- 
mons by Peter de^ la Mare, a servant of the earl of 
a^oh, who, by his marriage with Philippa, heiress of 
Lionel duke of ^ Clarice, stood next after the young 
pnnoe Eichard in^ lineal succession to the crown. The 
proceedings of this session were indeed highly popular 


® Rvmer, p. 322 


d p. 32d. 



E^TGLisa Const. TO XNQUlKE INTO ABUSES. 


57 


But no house of commons would have gone such lengths 
on the mere support of popular opinion, unless instigated 
and encouraged by higher authority. Without this 
their petitions might perhaps have obtained, for the sake 
of subsidy, an immediate consent ; but those who took 
the lead in preparing them must have remained un- 
sheltered after a dissolution, to abide the vengeance of 
the crown, with no assurance that another parliament 
wf uld espouse their cause as its own. Such, indeed, 
was their fate in the present instance. Soon after the 
dissolution of parliament, the prince of Wales, who, long 
sinking by fatal decay, had rallied his expiring energies 
for this domestic combat, left his inheritence to a child 
ten years old, Eichard of Bordeaux. Immediately after 
this event Lancaster recovered his influence ; and the 
former favourites returned to court. Peter de la Mare 
was confined at Nottingham, where he remained two 
years. The citizens indeed attempted an insurrection, 
and threatened to bum the Savoy, Lancaster’s residence, 
if de la Mare was not released; but the bishop of 
London succeeded in appeasing them.® A parliament 
met next year which overthrew the work of its prede- 
cessor, restored those who had been impeached, and 
repealed the ordinance against Alice Ferrers.^ So little 
security will popular assemblies ever afford against arbi- 
trary power, when deprived of regular leaders and the 
consciousness of mutual fidelity. 

The policy adopted by the prince of Wales and earl ol 
March, in employing the house of commons as an en- 
gine of attack against an obnoxious ministry, was per- 
fectly novel, and indicates a sensible change in the 
character of our constitution. In the reign of Edward II. 
parliament had little share in resisting the government ; 
much more was effected by^he barons through risings 
of their feudal tenantry. Faty years of authority better 
respected, of law better enforced, had rendered these 
more perilous, and of a more violent appearance than 
formerly. A surer resource presented itself in the in- 
creased weight of the lower house jn parliament. And 

® Anonym. Hwt Edw. Ill ad calcem six or seven of tlie knights who had sat 
Hemingford, p. 444, 448. Walsinghatn in the last parliament were returned ta 
gives a different reason, p. 192. this, as appears by the w its in PryuneV 

( Bot. Part p. 374. Not more than 4101 Register, p. 302, 311. 
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ihis indirect mstocratical influence gave a suiprising 
impulse to that assembly, and particularly tended to 
establish beyond question its control over public 
abuses. It is no less just to remark that it also tended 
to preserve the relation and harmony between each part 
and the other, and to prevent that jarring of emulation 
and jealous}’^ winch, though generally found in the divi- 
sion of power between a noble and a popular estate, has 
scarcely ever caused a dissension, except in cases ^of 
little moment, between our two houses of parliament. 

The commons had sustained with equal firmness and 
Bachaxdn. discretion a defensive war against arbitrary 
Great power Under Edward III. : they advanced with 
different steps towards his successor, 
of the Upon the king’s death, though Eichard s coro- 
commons. place without delay, and no proper 

regency was constituted, yet a council of twelve, whom 
the great officers of state were to obey, supplied its place 
to every effectual intent. Among these the duke of 
Lancaster was not numbered ; and he retired from court 
in some disgust. In the first parliament of the young 
king a large proportion of the knights who had sat in 
that which impeached the Lancastrian party were re- 
turned.* Peter de la Mare, now released from prison, 
was elected speaker; a dignity which, according to 
some, he had filled in the Good Parliament, as that of 
the fiftieth of Edward III. was popularly styled ; though 
the rolls do not mention either him or any other as bear- 
ing that honourable name before Sir Thomas Himgerford 
in the parliament of the following year.^ The prosecu- 
tion against Alice Perrers was now revived ; not, as far 
as appears, by direct impeachment of the commons ; but 
articles were exhibited against her in the house of 
lords on the king’s part, Jor breaking the ordinance 
made against her intermeOTling at court ; upon which 
she received judgment of banishment and foifeiture.‘ At 
the request of &e lower house, the lords, in the king’s 
name, appointed nine persons of different ranks — three 
% 

S Walsingham, p. 200, sa 3 rs pene om- and all the la\syers of England; yet by 
nes ; bnt the list published in Pryime’s the perseverance of these knights ch^ 
4th Raster induces me to qualify this was convicted, 
loose expression. Alice Perrers had h Rot Pari. vol. iL p. 374, 
bribed, he tells ns, many of the lordl ‘ voL lii p. 12. 
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bishops, two earls, two bannerets, and two bachelors —to 
be a pennanent council about the king, so that no busi- 
ness of importance should be transacted without their 
unanimous consent. The king was even compelled to 
consent that, during his minority, the chancellor, trea- 
surer, judges, and other chief officers, should be made in 
parliament ; by which provision, combined with that of 
the parliamentary council, the whole executive govern- 
ment was transferred to the two houses. A petition 
that none might be employed in the king’s service, npr 
belong to his council, who had been formerly accused 
upon good grounds, struck at lord Latimer, who had 
retained some degree of power in the new establishment. 
Another, suggesting that Gascony, Ireland, Artois, and 
the Scottish marches were in danger of being lost for 
want of good officers, though it was so generally worded 
as to leave the means of remedy to the king’s pleasure, 
yet shows a growing energy and self-cohfLdence in that 
assembly which not many years before had thought the 
question of peace or war too high for their deliberation. 
Their subsidy was sufficiently liberal; but they took 
care to pray the king that fit persons might be assigned 
for its receipt and disbursement, lest it should any way 
be diverted from the purposes of the war. Accordingly 
Walworth and Philpot, two eminent citizens of London, 
were appointed to this office, and swoin in parliament to 
its execution.^ 

But whether through the wastefulness of govemment, 
or rather because Edward’s legacy, the Erench war, like 
a ruinous and interminable lawsuit, exhausted all public 
contributions, there was an equally craving demand foj 
subsidy at the next meeting of parliament. The com- 
mons now made a more serious stand. The speaker, Sii* 
James Pickering, after the protestation a.gainst giving 
offence which has since thcome more matter of form 
than, perhaps, it was then considered, reminded the loids 
of the council of a promise made to the last parliament, 
that, if they would help the king for once with a large- 
subsidy, so as to enable him to ui3^.ertake an expedition 
Against the eneipy, he trusted not to call on them again, 
but to support the war from his own revenues ; in faith 


« N.ot PiirL^'oi. il2. p. 13 



60 


INCREASE OF THE Chap. VIII. Vast 111 


of whicli promise there had been granted the largest 
sum that any king of England had ever been suffered to 
levy witibin so short a time, to the utmost loss and incon- 
venience of the commons, part of which ought still to 
remain in the treasury, and render it unnecessary to 
burthen anew the exhausted people. To this Scrope, 
lord steward of the household, protesting that he knew 
not of any such promise, made answer by order of tj^e 
king, that, “ saving the honour and reverence of our lord 
the king, and the lords there present, the commons did 
not speak truth in asserting that part of the last sub- 
sidy should be still in the treasury ; it being notorious 
that every penny had gone into the hands of Walworth 
and Philpot, appointed and sworn treasurers in the last 
parliament, to receive and expend it upon the purposes 
of the war, for which they had in effect disbursed the 
whole.” Not satisfied with this general justification, the 
commons pressed for an account of the expenditure. 
Scrope was again commissioned to answer, that, ‘‘ though 
it had never been seen that of a subsidy or other grant 
made to the king in parliament or out of parliament by 
the commons any account had afterwards been rendered 
to the commons, or to any other except the king and his 
officers, yet the king, to gratify them, of his own accord, 
without doing it by way of right, would have Walworth 
along with certain persons of the council exhibit to them 
in writing a clear account of the receipt and expenditure, 
upon condition that this should never be used as a prece- 
dent, nor inferred to be done otherwise than by the king’s 
spontaneous command.” The commons were again urged 
to provide for the public defence, being their own concern 
as much as that of the king. But they merely shifted 
their ground and had recourse to other pretences. They 
requested that five or six p^bs might come to them, in 
order to discuss this quesimn of subsidy. The lords 
entirely rejected this proposal, and affiLrmed that such a 
proceeding had never been known except in the three last 
parliaments ; but allowed that it had been the course to 
elect a co mmit tee of^eight or ten from each house, to 
confer easily and without noise together* The commons 
acceded to this, and a committee of conference was 
appointed, though no result of their discussion appears 
upon the roll. 
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Upon examining iihe accounts submitted to them, these 
sturdy commoners raised a new objection. It appeared 
that large sums had been expended upon garrisons in 
Trance and Ireland and other places beyond the kingdom^ 
of which they protested themselves not liable to bear the 
charge. It was answered that Gascony and the king's 
other dominions beyond sea were the outworks of Eng- 
land, nor could the people ever be secure from war at 
tfteir thresholds, unless these were maintained. They 
lastly insisted that the king ought to be rich through the 
wealth that had devolved on him from his grandfather* 
But this was affirmed, in reply, to be merely sufficient 
for the payment of Edward's creditors. Thus driven 
from all their arguments, the commons finally consented 
to a moderate additional imposition upon the export of 
wool and leather, which were already subject to con- 
siderable duties, apologizing on account of their poverty 
for the slenderness of frieir grant." 

The necessities of government, however, let their cause 
be what it might, were by no means feigned ; and a new 
parliament was assembled about seven months after the 
last, wherein the king, without waiting for a petition, 
informed the commons that the treasurers were ready to 
exhibit their accounts before them. This was a signal 
victory after the reluctant and ungracious concession made 
to the last parliament. Nine persons of different ranks 
were appointed at the request of the commons to investi- 
gate the state of the revenue and the disposition which 
had been made of the late king’s personal estate. They’ 
ended by granting a poll-tax, which they pretended to 
think adequate to the supply required.® But in those 
times no one possessed any statistical knowledge, and 
eveiy calculation which required it was subject to enor- 
mous error, of which we have already seen an eminent 
example.® In the next parliament (3 Ric. II.) it was set 
forth that only 22,000Z. had been collected by the poll- 
tax, while the pay of the king’s troops hired for the expe- 
dition to Britany, Ihe pretext of the grant, had amounted 
for but half a year to 50,000Z. T^ king, in short, was 
more straitened than ever. His distresses gave no small 
advantage to the"* commons. Their speaker was instructed 

® Eot Pari. p. 35-38. * H. p. 57. 
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to declare that, as it appeared to them, if the affairs of 
their liege lord had been properly conducted at home and 
abroad, he could not have wanted aid of his commons, 
who now are poorer than before. They pray that, as the 
king was so much advanced in age and discretion, his 
perpetual council (appointed in his first parliament) 
might be discharged of their labours, and that, instead of 
them, the five chief officers of state, to wit, the chancellor, 
treasurer, keeper of the privy seal, chamberlain, aif& 
steward of the household, might be named in parliament, 
ard declared to the commons, as the king’s sole coun- 
sellors, not removable before the next parliament. They 
required also a general commission to be made out, similar 
to that in the last session, giving powers to a certain 
number of peers and other distinguished persons to inquire 
into the state of the household, as well as into all receipts 
and expenses since the king’s accession. The former 
petition seems to have been passed over ; ^ hut a commis- 
sion as requested was made out to three prelates, three 
earls, three bannerets, three knights, and three citizens.** 
After guarding thus, as they conceived, against malver- 
sation, but in effect rather protecting their posterity than 
themselves, the commons prolonged the last imposition 
on Wool and leather for another year. 

It would he hut repetition to make extracts from the 
rolls of the two next years ; we have still the same tale — 
demand of subsidy on one side, remonstrance and endea- 
vours at reformation on the other. After the tremen- 
dous insurrection of the villeins in 1382 a parliament 
was convened to advise about repealing the charters of 
general manunussion, extorted from the Tring by the 
pressure of circumstances. In this measure all con- 
curred; but the commons were not afraid to say that 
the^ late risings had been jlrovoked by the burthens 
which prodigal court haa called for in the preced- 
ing session. Their language is unusually bold. “ It 
seemed to them, after full deliberation,” they said, 
that, unless the adnunistration of the kingdom were 

P Nevertheless, the commons^epeated p. In Rymer, t vilL p. 250, the 
i, in their sch^ule of petitions; and re- archbishop of Toil’s name appears among 
cetved an evasive answer, referring to an these commissioners, which makes their 
o^ance made in the first parliament of nnmber sisteen. But it is plain by the 
the king, the application of which is in- instrument that only fifteen were meant 
ileftjite. Rot. Part p. 82. eto be appointed. 
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Speedily reformed, the kingdom itself would be utterly 
lost and ruined for ever, and therein their lord the 
king, with all the peers and commons, which God for- 
bid. For true it is that there are such defects in the 
said administration, as well about the king’s person and 
his household as in his courts of justice ; and by griev- 
ous oppressions in the country through maintainers of 
suits, who are, as it were, kings in the country, that 
ri§ht and law are come to nothing, and the poor commons 
are from time to time so pillaged and ruined, partly 
by the king’s purveyors of the household, and • others 
who pay nothing for what they take, partly by the 
subsidies and tallages raised upon them, and besides by 
the oppressive behaviour of the servants of the king and 
other lords, and especially of the aforesaid maintainers 
of suits, that they are reduced to greater povert}’- and 
discomfort than ever they were before. And moreover, 
though great sums have been continually granted by and 
levied upon them, for the defence of the kingdom, yet 
they are not the better defended against their enemies, 
but eveiy year are plundered and wasted by sea and 
land, without any relief. Which calamities the said 
poor commons, who lately used to live in honour and 
prosperity, can no longer endure. And to speak the 
real truth, these injuries lately done to the poorer com- 
mons, more than they ever suffered before, caused them 
to rise and to commit the mischief done in their late 
riot ; and there is still cause to fear gi’eater evils, if suf- 
ficient remedy be not timely provided against the out- 
rages and oppressions aforesaid. Wherefore may it 
please our lord the king, and the noble peers of the 
realm now assembled in this parliament, to provide such 
remedy and amendment as to the said administration, 
that the state and dignity ^ the king in the first place, 
and of the lords, may be preserved, as the commons 
have always desired, and the commons may be put in 
peace ; removing, as soon as they can be detected, evil 
ministers and counsellors, and putting in their stead the 
best and most sufficient, and iakin% away all the bad 
practices which Jiave led to the last rising, or else none 
can imagine that this kingdom can longer subsist wdth- 
out greater misfortunes than it ever endured. And for 
God’s sake let it not be fergotten that there be put 
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about tlie king, and of bis coxmcil, the best lords and 
knigbts that can be found in the kingdom. 

“ And be it known (the entiy proceeds) that, a^er the 
ViTtgr onr lord with the peers of the realm and his conn- 
oil had taken advice npon these requests made to him 
for his good and his kingdom’s as it really appeared to 
him, willed and granted that certain bishops, lords, and 
others should be appointed to survey and examine in 
privy council both the government of the king’s persSa 
and of his household, and to suggest proper remedies 
wherever necessary, and report them to the king. And 
it was said by the peers in parliament, that, as it seemed 
to them, if reform of government were to take place 
throughout the kingdom, it should begin by the chief 
member, which is the king himself, and so from person 
to person, as well churchmen as others, and place to 
place, from liigher to lower, without sparing any 
degree.” '■ A considerable number of commissioners 
were accordingly appointed, whether by the king alone, 
or in parliament, does not appear; the latter, however, 
is more probable. They seem to have made some pro- 
gress in the work of reformation, for we find that the 
ofGlcers of the household were sworn to observ’e their 
regulations. But in all likelihood these were soon 
neglected. 

It is not wonderful that, with such feelings of resent- 
ment towards the crown, the commons were backward 
in granting subsidies. Perhaps the king would not have 
obtained one at ail if he had not withheld his charter of 
pardon for all offences committed during the insurrec- 
tion. This was absolutely necessary to restore quiet 
among the people ; and though the members of the 
commons had certainly not been insurgents, yet ine- 
vitable irregularities had Occurred in quel ling the 
V tumults, which would have put them too much in the 
power of those unworthy men who filled the benches 
of justice under Richard. The ki ng declared that it 
was unusual to grant a pardon without a subsidy ; the 
commons still ans^v^red that they would consider about 
that matter ; and the king instantly rejoined that he 
would coxisider about bis pardon (s’aweroit de sa dite 
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grace) till they had done what they ought. They re- 
newed at length the usual tax on wool and leather." 

This extraordinary assumption of powei* by the com- 
mons was not merely owing to the king’s poverty. It 
was encouraged by the natural feebleness of a disunited 
government. The high rank and ambitious spirit of 
Lancaster gave him no little influence, though contend- 
ing with many enemies at court as well as the ill-will of 
the*people. Thomas of Woodstock, the king’s youngest 
uncle, more able and turbulent than Lancaster, became, 
as he grew older, an eager competitor for power, which 
he sought through the channel of popularity. The earls 
of March, Arundel, and Warwick bore a considerable 
part, and were the favourites of parliament. Even Lan- 
caster, after a few years, seems to have fallen into 
popular courses, and recovered some share of public 
esteem. He was at the head of the reforming commis- 
sion in the flffch of Eichard II., though he had been stu- 
diously excluded from those preceding. We cannot 
hope to disentangle the intrigues of this remote age, as 
to which our records are of no service, and the chroni- 
clers are very slightly informed. So far as we may con- 
jecture, Lancaster, finding his station insecure at court, 
began to solicit the favour of the commons, whose 
hatred of the administration abated their former hostility 
towards him.^ 

The character of Eichard II. was now developing 
itself, and the hopes excited by his remarkable character 
presence of mind in confronting the rioters on Ricbard. 
Blackheath were rapidly destroyed. IS’ot that he was 
wanting in capacity, as has been sometimes imagined. 
For if we measure intellectual power by the gi-eatest 
exertion it ever displays, ruther than by its average 
results, Eichard 11. was a mkn of considerable talents. 
He possessed, along with much dissimulation, a decisive 
promptitude in seizing the critical moment for action. 
Of this quality, besides his celebrated behaviour towards 
the insurgents, he gave striking evidence in several 

0 

» EoL Paxl. fi R. n. p. 104. years before. The ingnrgents of 1382 ate 

t The commons granted a «a1»idy, 7 E. said to have compelled men to swear that 
Q., to support lancasler's war in C^tile. they would obey king Richard and the 
E. P. p. 284. Whether the populace commons, and that they woulil a«Jcept 
changed their opinion of him I know no king named John. W aisinghaoi. 
not. He was still disliked by them two p. §48. 
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csiicmnstances which, we shall have shortly to notice. 
But his ordinary conduct belied the abilities which on 
these rare occasions shone forth, and rendered them in- 
effectual for his security. Extreme pride and violence, 
with an inordinate paiiiality for the most worthless 
favourites, were his predominant characteristics. In 
the latter quality, and in the events of his reign, he 
forms a pretty exact parallel to Edward II. Scrope, 
lord chancellor, who had been appointed in parliament, 
and was understood to be irremovable without its con- 
currence, lost the great seal for refusing to set it to 
some prodigal grants. Upon a slight quarrel with arch- 
bishop Courtney the king ordered his temporalities to 
be seized, the execution of which, Michael de la Pole, 
his new chancellor, and a favourite of his own, could 
hardly prevent. This was accompanied with indecent 
and outrageous expressions of anger, unwoi-thy of his 
station and of those whom he insulted." 

Though no king could be less respectable than 
. Richard, yet the constitution invested a sove- 
more power reign with such ample prerogative, that it was 
far less easy to resist his personal exercise of 
power than the unsettled councils of a mi- 
nority. In the parliament 6 R. II., sess. 2, the com- 
mons pray certain lords, whom they name, to be assigned 
as their advisers. This had been permitted in the two 
last sessions vdthout exception.* But the king, in 
granting their request, reserved his right of naming any 
others.^ Though the commons did not relax in their 
importunities for the redress of general grievances, they 
did not venture to intermeddle as before with the con- 
duct of administration. 'Kiey did not even object tc 
the grant of the marquisate of Dublin, with almiost a 
princely dominion over Ir^and ; which enoimous dona- 
tion was confirmed by act of parliament to Vere, a 
favourite of the king.® A petition that the officers of 
state should annually visit and inquire into his house- 
hold was answered that the king would do what he 
pleased." Yet tl^s was little in comparison of iheir 
farmer proceedings. 

* ■Walsillg.,p. 290, 315, 317. 7 p. 145. 

* Rot Pari. 5 R. a p. 100 ; 6 R. n. * Rot Part 9 R. IL p. 209. 

»m. I p. 134 • • It. p. 213. It Is however wssertod 



ENOiJSii Const, PROCEEDINGS OF PARLIAMENT. 67 

There is nothing, however, more deceitful to a 
monarch, unsupported loj an armed force, and proceedings 
destitute of wary advisers, than this submission of pjiTiia- 
of his people. A single effort was enough to 
overturn his government. Parliament met in Bichard. 
the tenth year of his reign, steadily determined to re- 
form the administration, and especially to punish its 
chief leader, Michael de la Pole, earl of Suffolk and lord 
ch&cellor. According to the remarkable narration of a 
contemporary historian,^ too circumstantial to be re- 
jected, but rendered somewhat doubtful by the silence 
of all other writers and of the parliamentary roll, the 
king was loitering at his palace at Eltham when he re- 
ceived a message from the two houses, requesting the 
dismissal of Suffolk, since they had matter to allege 
against him that they could not move while he kept the 
office of chancellor. Eichard, with his usual intemper- 
ance, answered that he would not for their request re- 
move the meanest scullion from his kitchen. They re- 
turned a positive refusal to proceed on any public busi- 
ness imtil the king should appear personally in parlia- 
ment and displace the chancellor. The king required 
forty knights to be deputed from the rest to inform him 
clearly of their wishes. But the commons declined a 
proposal in which they feared, or affected to fear, some 
treachery. At length the duke of Gloucester and 
Arundel bishop of Ely were commissioned to speak the 
sense of parliament ; and they delivered it, if we may 
still believe what we read, in very extraordinary lan- 
guage, asserting that there was an ancient statute, 
according to which, if the king absented himself from 
parliament without just cau^e during forty days, which 
he had now exceeded, every man might return without 
permission to his own couiV^ry; and, moreover, there 
was another statute, and (as they might more truly say) 
a precedent of no remote date, that if a king, by bad 
counsel, or his own folly and obstinacy, alienated him- 
self from his people, and would not govern according to 

in I2ie articles of impeadonent against bold, and reform whatever was amiss. 
Suffolk, and admitted by his defence. But nothing of this appears in the 
that nine lords bad been appointed zoU. 

In the last parliament, viz. 9 K. n., t Enyghtoi), fn Twysden x. Scrip* 
to inqnirt into the state of tbe bouse- ccl. 26S0. 
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the laws of the land and the advice of the peers, hni 
madly and wantonly followed Ms own single will, it 
should he lawful for them, with the common assent of 
the people, to expel him from his throne, and elevate to 
it some near kinsman of the royal blood. By this dis- 
course the king was induced to meet Ms parliament, 
where Suffolk was removed from his office, and the im- 
peachment against him commenced.® ^ 

The charges against tMs minister, without being 

ueach "P^holly frivolous, were not so weighty as the 
menTrf* clamour of the commons might have led us to 
Suffolk. expect. Besides forfeiting all his grants from 
the crown, he was committed to prison, there to remain 
till he should have paid such fine as the king might 
impose ; a sentence that would have been outrageously 
severe in many oases, though little more than nugatory 
in the present.*^ 

This was the second precedent of that grand constitu- 
‘.ommissiou ti^^al resource, parliamentary impeachment; 

and more remarkable from the eminence of 
the person attacked than that of lord Latimer in the 
fiftieth year of Edward III.* The commons were con- 
tent to waive the prosecution of any other ministers ; 
hut they rather chose a scheme of reforming the ad- 
ministration, which should avert both the necessity of 
punishment and the malversations that provoked it. 


^ upon fall consideration, I am much story. Besides, it is plain, from the 
inclined to give credit to this passage of famous questions subsequently put by the 
Knygbton, as to the main fbcts ; and king to his judges at Nottingham, that 
perhaps even the speech of Gloucester both the right of retiring without a 
and the bishop of My is more hkely to regular dissolution, and the precedent of 
have been made public by them than in - 1 Edward IL, had been discussed in par- 
vented by so jejune an historian. Wal- liament, which does not appear any- 
Bfri ghaTn indeed says nothing of th« where else than in Knyghton. 
matter; but he is so tmequally infonnea ^ Bot. Pari. vol. ui. p. 219. 
and so frequently defective, that we can ® Articles had been exhibited by the 
draw no strong inference from his silence, chancellor before the peers, in the seventh 
What most weighs with me is that par of the king, against Spencer, bishop ot 
liament met on Oct. l, 1387, and was Norwich, who had led a considerable 
not dissolved till Nov. 28 ; a longer army in a disastrous expedition against 
period than, the business d<j^e in. it seems the Flemings, adherents to the anti-pope 
to have required; and also that Suffolk, Clement in the schism. This cmsadc 
who opened the session as chancellor, is had been exaeedingly popular, but its lU 
■iyled “darrein chancellor” in the arti- success had the usual effect. The com- 
oles of impeachment against him ; so mons were not parties in tnis proceeding, 
that he must have been removed in the Rot Part p 153. 

Interval, which tallies with Kuyghton's 
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They petitioned the king to ordain in parliament certair 
chief officers of his household and other lords of his 
oonncil, with power to reform those ahnses, by which 
his crown was so much blemished that the laws were 
not kept and his revenues were dilapidated, confirming 
by a statute a commission for a year, and forbidding, 
under hea' y penalties, any one from opposing, in pri- 
va^ or opo»Jy, what they should advise. With this 
the king complied, and a commission founded upon the 
prayer of parliament was established by statute. It 
comprehended fourteen persons of the highest eminence 
for rank and general estimation ; princes of the blood 
and ancient servants of the crown, by whom its preroga- 
tives were not likely to be unnecessarily impaired. In 
fact the principle of this commission, without looking 
back at the precedents in the reign of John, Henry III., 
and Edward II., which yet were not without their 
weight as constitutional analogies, was merely that 
which the commons had repeatedly maintained during 
the minority of the present king, and which had pro- 
duced the former commissions of reform in the third and 
fifth years of his reign. Those were upon the whole 
nearly the same in their operation. It must be owned 
there was a more extensive sway virtually given to the 
lords now appointed, by the penalties imposed on any 
who should endeavour to obstruct what they might ad- 
vise ,* the design as well as tendency of which was no 
doubt to throw the whole administration into their 
hands during the period of this commission. 

Those who have written our history with more or less 
of a Tory bias exclaim against this parliamentary com- 
mission as an unwarrantai|)le violation of the king's 
sovereignty, and even impai^dial men are struck at first 
sight by a measure that seems to overset the natural 
balance of our constitution. But it would be unfair to 
blame either those concerned in this commission, some 
of whose names at least have been handed down with 
unquestioned respect, or those high-jjpirited representa- 
tives of the people whose patriot firmness has been 
hitherto comnoianding all our sympathy and gratitude, 
unless we could distinctly pronounce by what gentler 
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laeans they could restrain the excesses of government. 
Thirteen parliaments had already met since 3ie accession 
of Eichard; in all the same remonsti‘anoes had heen 
repeated, and the same promises renewed. Subsidies, 
more frequent than in any former reign, had been granted 
for the supposed exigencies of the war ; but this was no 
longer illuminated by those dazzling victories which give 
to fortune the mien of wisdom ; Ihe coasts of England 
were perpetually ravaged, and her trade destroyed; 
while file administration incurred the suspicion of divert- 
ing to private uses that treasure which they so feebly 
and unsuccessfully applied to the public service. Nc 
voice of his people, until it spoke in thunder, would stop 
an intoxicated boy in the wasteful career of dissipation. 
He loved festivals and pageants, the prevailing folly of 
his time, with unusual frivolity ; and his ordinary living 
is represented as beyond comparison more showy and 
sumptuous than even that of his magnificent and chival- 
rous predecessor. Acts of parliament were no adequate 
barriers to his misgovemment. “Of what avail are 
statutes,” says Walsingham, “ since the king with his 
privy council is wont to abolish what parliament has just 
enacted?”® The constant prayer of the commons in 
every session, that former statutes might be kept in force, 
is no slight presumption that they were not secure of 
being regarded. It may be true that Edward in.’s go- 
vernment had been full as arbitrary, though not so 
unwise, as his grandson’s ; but this is the strongest 
argument that nothing less than an extraordinary remedy 
could preserve the stiU unstable liberties of England. 

The best plea that could be made for Eichard was his 
mexperience, and the misgui<^d suggestions of favourites. 
This, however, made it moy necessary to remove those 
false advisers, and to sup]fiy that inexperience. Un- 
questionably the choice of ministers is reposed in the 
sovereign ; a trust, like every other attribute of legiti- 
mate power, for the public good ; not, what no legitiinate 
power can ever be, ^e instrument of selfishness or caprice , 
There is somethin^more sacred than the prerogative, or 
even than the constitution ; the public weal, for which 
all powers are granted, and to which they must all be 
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referred For this public weal it is confessed to be 
sometimes nei^essary to shake the possessor of the throne 
out of his seat ; could it never be permitted to suspend, 
though but indirectly and for a time, the positive exer- 
cise of misapplied prerogatives ? He has learned ■ in a 
very different school from myself, who denies to parlia- 
ment at the present day a preventive as well as vindic- 
ti'^e control over the administration of affairs ; a right of 
resisting, by those means which lie within its sphere, 
the appointment of unfit ministers. These means are 
now indirect ; they need not to be the leas effectual, and 
they are certainly more salutary on that account. But 
we must not make our notions of the constitation in its 
perfect symmetry of manhood the measure of its infan- 
tine proportions, nor expect from a parliament just 
struggling into life, and “ pawing to get free its hinder 
parts,’* the regularity of definite and habitual power. 

It is assumed rather too lightly by some of those his- 
torians to whom I have alluded that these commissioners, 
though but appointed for a twelvemonth, designed to 
retain longer, or would not in fact have surrendered, their 
authority. There is certainly a danger in these delega- 
tions of pre-eminent trust ; but I think it more formid- 
able in a republican form than under such a government 
as our own. The spirit of the people, the letter of the 
law, were both so decidedly monarchical, that no glaring 
attempt of the commissioners to keep the helm continually 
in their hands, though it had been in the king’s name, 
would have had a fair probability of success. And an 
oligarchy of fourteen persons, different in rank and pro- 
fession, even if we should impute criminal designs to all 
of them, was ill calculated^or peimanent union. Indeed 
the facility with which ipiohaid re-assumed his foil 
powers two years afterwirds, when misconduct had 
rendered bis circumstances far more unfavourable, gives 
the corroboration of experience to this reasoning. By 
yielding to the will of his parliament and to a temporary 
suspension of prerogative, this unfortunate prince might 
probably have reigned long and peacefully ; the contrary 
course of acting led eventually to his deposition and 
miserable death. 

Before the dissolution of parliament Eichard made a 
verbal prolestation that nothing done therein should 
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in prejudice of liis riglits ; a reservation not unusual when 
any remarkable concession was made, but which 
could not decently be interpreted, whatever 
he might mean, as a dissent from the sta- 
qwB one. passed. Some months had inter- 

vened when the kiug, who had already released Suffolk 
from prison and restored him to his j^vour, procured 
from ilie judges, whom he had summoned to Nottinghapi, 
a most convenient set of answers to questions concerning 
the late proceedings in parliament. Tresilian and Bel- 
knap, chief justices of tib.e King’s Bench and Common 
Pleas, with several other judges, gave it under their 
seals that the late statute and commission were deroga- 
tory to the prerogative ; that all who procured it to be 
passed, or persuaded or compelled the king to consent 
to it, were guilty of treason; that the king’s business 
must be proceeded upon before any other in parliament ; 
that he may put an end to the session at his pleasure ; 
that his ministers cannot be impeached without his con- 
sent ; that any members of parliament contravening the 
three last articles incur the penalties of treason, and 
especially he who moved for the sentence of deposition 
against Edward 11. to be read ; and that the judgment 
against the earl of Suffolk might be revoked as altogether 
erroneous. 

These answers, perhaps extorted by menaces, as all the 
judges, except Tresilian, protested before the 
^ext parliament, were for the most part servile 
and unconstitutional. The indignation which 
they excited, and the measures successfully taken to 
withstand the king’s designs, belong to general history ; 
but I shall pass sEghtly overffthat season of turbulence, 
which afforded no legitimate precedent to our constitu- 
tional annals. Of the five Iotos appellants, as they were 
called, Gloucester, Derby, Nottingham, Warwick, and 
Arundel, the three former, at least, have little claim to 
our esteem ; but in every age it is the sophism of malig- 
nant and peevish men to traduce the cause of freedom 
itself, on account of^e interested motives by which its 
ostensible advocates have frequently bean actuated. The 
parliament, who had the country thoroughly with them, 
acted no doubt honestly, but with an inattention to the 
rules of law, culpable indeed, yet from which the most 
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civilized of fheir successors, in the heat of passion and 
triumph, have scarcely been exempt. Whether all with 
whom they dealt severely, some of them apparently of 
good previous reputation, merited such punishment, is 
more than, upon uncertain evidence, a modem vmter can 
profess to decide.^ 

Notwithstanding the death or exile of all Eichard’s 
favourites, and the oath taken not only by parliament, 
but by every class of the people, to stand by the lords 
appellants, we find him, after about a year, suddenly 
annihil ating their pretensions, and snatching the reins 
again vnthout obstruction. The secret cause of this 
event is among the many obscurities that attend the his- 
tory of his reign. It was conducted with a spirit and 
activity which broke out two or three times in the course 
of his imprudent life ; but we may conjecture that he 
had the advantage of disunion among his enemies. For 
some years after this the king's administration was pru- 
dent. The great seal, which he took away from arch- 
bishop Arundel, he gave to Wykeham bishop of Win- 
chester, another member of the reforming commission, 
but a man of great moderation and political experience. 
Some time after he restored the seal to Arundel, and 
reinstated the duke of Gloucester in the council. The 
duke of Lancaster, who had been absent during the 
transactions of the tenth and eleventh years of the king, 
in prosecution of his Castilian war, formed a link be- 
tween the parties, and seems to have maintained some 
share of public favour. 

There was now a more apparent harmony between the 
court and the parliament. It seems to have 
been tacitly agreed that th»y should not inter- 
fere with the king’s houselold expenses ; and 
they gratified him in a poinc where his honour 
had been most wounded, declaring his prero- 
gative to be as high and unimpaired as that of his prede- 
ces^rs, and repealing the pretended statute by virtue of 
which Edward IT. was said to have "^en deposed.' They 
were provident enough, however, to grant condition^ 
• 

b The Jndgmoit against Simon de IV.; a fair pTesnmption of its 
ftarley* one of those -who -were executed Kot. ParL iii. x>. 464, 
on this occasion, upon impeachment of * Eot Pari. 14 R IE. i>. 279 ; 15 R K 
the commons, ’vras reyersed under HetuT p. 286. 
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subsidies, to be IcYied only in case of a royal expedition 
against the enemy; and several were ac<"ordingly re- 
ndtted by proclamation, tbis condition not being fulfilled. 
Eicbard never ventured to recall bis favourites, tbongb 
be testified bis unabated affection for Yere by a pompons 
funeral. Few complaints, unequivocally affecting tbe 
ministry, were presented by tbe commons. In one par- 
liament tbe cbancellor, treasurer, and counsel resigned 
tbeir of&ces, submitting tbemselves to its judgment in 
case any matter of accusation should be alleged against 
tbem. Tbe commons, after a day’s deliberation, probably 
to make tbeir approbation appear more solemn, declared 
in full parliament that nothing amiss bad been found in 
tbe conduct of these ministers, and that they held tbem 
to have faithfully discharged tbeir duties. Tbe king 
reinstated tbem accordingly, with a protestation that 
this should not be made a precedent, and that it was bis 
right to change bis servants at pleasure.'" 

But tbis summer season was not to last for ever. 
Eicbard bad but dissembled with those con- 
flonoiig^s^me cemed in tbe transactions of 1388, none of 
whom be could ever forgive. These lords in 
lapse of time were divided among each other. 
Tbe eai’ls of Derby and Nottingham were brought into 
tbe king’s interest. Tbe earl of Arundel came to an open 
breach with tbe duke of Lancaster, whose pardon be was 
compelled to ask for an unfounded accusation in parlia- 
ment.“ Gloucester’s ungovemed ambition, elated by 
popularity, could not brook tbe ascendency of bis brother 
Lancaster, who was much less odious to tbe king. He 
bad constantly urged and defended tbe concession of 
Guieme to tbis prince to be fceld for life, reserving only 
bis liege homage to Eicbard As king of France a grant 
as xmpopular among tbe natives of that country as it was 
derogatory to tbe crown ; but Lancaster was not much 
indebted to bis brother for assistance which was only 
given in order to diminish bis influence in England. Tbe 
truce with France, ^d tbe king’s French marriage, which 
Lancaster supported, were passionately opposed by 
Gloucester. And tbe latter bad given keener provooa 
tioT, by speaking contemptuously of that misalliance 

^ F -Jt. PaxL 13 R. II. p. 258. “ 17 E. II. p. 313. 
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mth Katherine Swineford which contaminated the blood 
of Plantagenet. To the parliament summoned in the 
20th of Eiohard, one object of which was to legitimate 
the dnke of Lancaster s ante-nnptial children by this lady, 
neither Gloucester nor Arundel would repair. There 
passed in this assembly something remarkable, as it 
exhibits not only the arbitrary temper of the king, a 
ppint by no means doubtful, but the inefficiency of the 
commons to resist it without support from political con- 
federacies of the nobility. The circumstances are thus 
related in the record. 

During the session the king sent for the lords into 
parliament one afternoon, and told them how 
he had heai'd of certain articles of complaint proseoation 
made by the commons in conference with them 
a few days before, some of which appeared to the king 
against his royalty, estate, and liberty, and commanded 
the chancellor to inform him fully as to this. The 
chancellor accordingly related the whole matter, which 
consisted of four alleged grieYances; namely, that 
sheriffs and escheators, notwithstanding a statute, are con- 
tinued in their offices beyond a year;® that the Scottish 
marches were not well kept ; that the statute against 
wearing great men’s liveries w^as disregarded ; and, 
lastly, that the excessive charges of the king’s house- 
hold ought to be diminished, arising from the multitude 
of bishops and of ladies who are there maintained at 
his cost. 

Upon this information the king declared to the lords 
that through God’s gift he is by lineal right of inherit- 
ance king of England, and will have the royalty and 
freedom of his crown, frofe which some of these articles 
derogate. The first petitrpn, that sheriffs should never 
remain in office beyond a year, he rejected ; but, passing 
lightly over the rest, took most offence that tiie oom- 


* Hxune has represented ibis as if the 
coxomons had petitioned for the continu- 
ance of dierifife beyond a year, and 
grounds upon this mistake part of his 
defence of Richard IL (Note to voL ii. 
p. 2to, 4to. edit) For this he refers to 
Cotton s Abridgment ; whether ri^tly or 
not I cannot say, being little acquainted 
with that Inaccurate book, upon which it 


is unfortunate that Hume relied so much. 
The passa|^ from Walshigham in the 
same notcr is also wholly perverted; as 
the reader win discover without further 
observation. An historian must be 
strangely warped who quotes a paseage 
explicitly complaining of illegal acts in 
order to infer that those very acts were 
legaL 
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inons, wlio are Hs lieges, sliotild take on themselves to 
make any ordinance respecting his royal person or 
household, or those whom he might please to have about 
hiTYi- He enjoined therefore the lords to declare plainly 
to the commons his pleasure in this matter ; and espe- 
cially directed the duke of Lancaster to make the 
speaker give up the name of the person who presented 
a bill for this 1^ article in the lower house. r 

The commons were in no state to resist this unex- 
pected promptitude of action in the king. They surren- 
dered the obnoxious bill, with its proposer, one Thomas 
Haxey, and with great humility made excuse that they 
never designed to give offence to his majesty, nor to 
interfere with his household or attendants, Imowing 
well that sucl things do not belong to them, but to the 
king alone ; but merely to draw Ms attention, that he 
might act therein os should please Mm best. The king 
forgave these pitiful suppliants; but Haxey was ad- 
judged in parliament to suffer death as a traitor. As, 
however, he was a clerk,^ the archbishop of Canterbury, 
at the head of the prelates, obtained of the king that Ms 
life might be spared, and that they might have the 
custody of Ms person; protesting that this was not 
claimed by way of right, but merely of the king’s 
grace.** 

This was an open defiance of parliament, and a de- 
claration of arbitrary power. For it would be impossible 
to contend that, after the repeated instances of control 
over public expenditure by the commons since the 50th 
of Edward m., tMs principle was novel and unautho- 

P The church would perhaps have in- d#volonte du roy Richard en centre droit 
terfered in behalf of Haxey if he had M la course qnel avoit este devant en 
only received the tonsnre. But it seems parlement. p. 480. There can be no 
that he was actually in orders ; for the doubt with any man who looks atten. 
record calls him Sir Thomas Haxey, a tively at the passages relative to Haxey 
dtle at that time regularly given to the that he was a member of parliament ; 
parson of a parish. If this be so, it is a though this was questioned a few years 
remarkable authority for the* clerks ca- ago by the committee of the house of 
pacity of sitting in parliameiA commons, who made a report on the ri^t 

<1 Rot Pari. 20 R n. p7339. In of the clergy to be elected ; a right 
Henry IV.*s first parliament the com- which, I am inclined to believe, did exist 
noons petitioned for Haxey’s restoration, down to the Reformation, as the grounds 
and truly say that his sentence was en alleged for Nowell’s expulsion in the first, 
aneantissement des customes de la com- of Hary, besides this instance of Hax^ 
mune. p. 434. His judenneut was re- conspire to prove, though it has slnoe 
versed by both houses, as having passed bem lost by disuse. 
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rized by tbe constitution, or that the right of ft-ee speech 
demanded by them in every parliament was not a real 
^^nd indisputable privilege. The king, however, was 
completely successful, and, having proved the feebleness 
of the commons, fell next upon -Qiose he more 
dreaded. By a skilful piece of treachery he meastires of 
seized the duke of Gloucester, and spread con- 
sjiemation among all his party. A parliament was 
summoned, in which the only struggle was to outdo the 
king’s wishes, and thus to efface their former transgres- 
sions.** Gloucester, who had been murdered at C^is, 
was attainted after his death ; Arundel was beheaded, 
his brother the archbishop of Canterbury deposed and 
banished, Warwick and Cobham sent beyond sea. The 
commission of the tenth, the proceedings in parliament 
of the eleventh year of the king, were annulled. The 
answers of the judges to the questions put at Notting- 
ham, which had been punished with death and exile, 
were pronounced by parliament to be just and legal. 
It was declared high treason to procure the repeal of any 
judgment against persons therein impeached. Their 
issue male were disabled from ever sitting in parliament 
or holding place in council. These violent oidinances, 
as if the precedent they were then overturning had not 
shielded itself with the same sanction, were sworn to 
by parliament upon the cross of Canterbury, and con- 
firmed by a national oath, with the penalty of excom- 
munication denounced against its infringers. Of those 
recorded to have bound themselves by this adjuration 
to Eichard, far the greater part had touched the same 
relics for Gloucester and Arundel ten years before, 
and two years afterwardskswore allegiance to Henry of 
Lancaster.* * 

In the fervour ol prosecution this parliament could 
hardly go beyond that whose acts they were annulling ; 
and each is alike unworthy to be remembered in the 
way of precedent. But the leaders of the former, though 
vindictive and turbulent, had a ccjAcem for the public 
interest ; and, after pimishing their enemies, left the 
government upon its right foundation. In this all re- 

*■ This assembly, if we may trust the by the king’s troops, p. 133. 
anonymous author of the Idfe of Richard • Rot Pari. 21 R. IL p 347. 

U., published by Heame, was surrounded 
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gard for liberty was extinct ; and tbe com m ons set tho 
dangerous precedent of granting tbe king a subsid}’ 
upon wool during his life. Their remarkable act of 
severity was accompanied by another, less unexampled, 
but, as it proved, of more ruinous tendency. The peti- 
tions of the commons not having been answered duiing 
the session, which they were always anxious to con- 
clude, a commission was granted for twelve peers and six 
commoners to sit after the dissolution, and “ examine, 
answer, and fully determine, as well all the said petir 
tions, and the matters therein comprised, as all other 
matters and things moved in the king’s presence, and 
all things incident thereto not yet determined, as shall 
seem best to them.”‘ The “ other matters mentioned 
above were, I suppose, private petitions to the king’s 
council in parliament, which had been frequently de- 
spatched after a dissolution. For in the statute which 
establishes this commission, 21 K. II. c. 16, no powers 
are committed but those of examining petitions : which, 
if it does not confirm the charge afterwards alleged 
against Eichard, of falsifying the parliament roll, must 
at least be considered as limiting and explaining the 
terms of the latter. Such a trust had been committed 
to some lords of the council eight years before, in very 
peaceful times; and it was even requested that the 
same might be done in future parliaments.'* But it is 
obvious what a latitude this gave to a prevailing faction. 
These eighteen commissioners, or some of liem (for 
there were who disliked the turn of affairs), usurped 
the full rights of the legislature, which undoubtedly 
were only delegated in respect of business already com- 
menced.* They imposed a ;^rpetual oath on prelates 

* 21 R. IL p. 369. m lnitn e expeditas. Ci^iis conoessionis 

13 R. n. p. 256. colore person© sic depntat© processenint 

* This proceeding was made one of the ad alia gencraliter parliamentum illnd 
articles of charge against Richard in the tangentia; et hoc de voluntate regis ; in 
following terms- Item, in jiarliamento derogationem statiis parliamenti, et in 
uitim> celebrate apud Saloij^, idem magnum incommodum totiua regni et 
rex proponens opprimere popilbm suum pemiciosum exempliun, Et ut super 
proenravit subtiliter et fecit concedi, quod factis eorum htyusmodi aUquem coZorern 
potestfw parliamenti de consensu omnium et auctoritatem .viderentur habere rex 
statuum regni sui remaneret apud quas- fecit lotulos parliamenti pro voto suo 
dam certas personas ad terminandum, mutari et deleri, contra efifectom con- 
iissolnto parliamento, certas petitiones sensionis pr©dict©. Rot Part l H. IV, 
in eodem pa’ \anieuto poT-ectas protunc vcl iii. p. 418. mer'^or tlie last accW 
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and lords for all time to come, to be tafcen before obtain- 
:ng livery of tbeir lands, that tbey would maintain the 
statutes and ordinances made by this parliament, or 
“ afterwards by the lords and knights having power 
committed to them by the same.’’ They declared it 
high treason to disobey their ordinances. They an- 
nulled the patents of the dukes of Hereford and Norfolk, 
and adjudged Henry Bowet, the former’s chaplain, who 
had advised him to petition for his inheritance, to the 
penalties of treason.^ And thus, having obtained a 
revenue for life, and the power of parliament being 
notoriously usurped by a knot of his creatures, the king 
was little likely to meet his people again, and became 
as truly absolute as his ambition could require. 

It had been necessary for this purpose to subjugate 
the ancient nobility. For the English constitu- 
tion gave them such paramount rights that it of 

was impossible either to make them surrender 
their country’s freedom, or to destroy it with- 
out their consent. But several of the chief men had 
fallen or were involved with the party of Gloucester. 
Two who, having once belonged to it, had lately 
plunged into the depths of infamy to ruin their former 
friends, were still perfectly obnoxious to tlie king, who 
never forgave Bieir original sin. These two, Henry of 
Bolingbroke, earl of Derby, and Mowbray, earl of Not- 
tingham, now dukes of Hereford and Norfolk, the most 
powerful of the remaining nobility, were, by a singular 
conjuncture, thrown, as it were, at the king’s feetr Of 
the political mysteries which this reign affords, none is 
more inexplicable than the quarrel of these peers. In 
the parliament at Shrew^ury, in 1398, Hereford was 
called upon by the king ^ relate what had passed be- 
tvyeen the duke of Norfolk and himself in slander of his 
majesty. He detailed a pretty long and not improbable 
conversation, in which Norfolk had asserted the king’s 
intention of destroying them both for their old offence in 
impeaching his ministers. Norfolk hjkdi only to deny tho 


fcion, of altering the parliamentaiy roll, have drawn a parallel between this sdf- 
be tine ox not, there is e£ongh left in it deputed legidative commission and that 
to prove everything I have asserted in appointed hy parliament to reform the 
the text From this it Is snfiBdently administration eleven years hefore- 
manifest how unfairly Carte and Home Rot ParL p. 372, 38R. 
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charge and throw his gauntlet at the accuser. It was 
referred to the eighteen commissioners who sat after the 
dissolution, and a trial by combat was awarded. But 
when this, after many delays, was about to take place at 
Corentry, Eichard interfered and settled the dispute by 
condemning Hereford to banishment for ten years and 
Norfolk for life. This strange determination, which 
treated both as guilty where only one could be so, 
seems to admit no other solution than the king’s desire 
to rid himself of two peors whom he feared and hated at 
a blow. But it is difficult to understand by what means 
he drew the crafty Bolingbroke into his snare.’^ How- 
ever this might have been, he now threw away all ap- 
pearance of moderate government. The indignities he 
had suffered in the eleventh year of his reign were still 
at his heart, a desire to revenge which seems to have 
been the mainspring of his conduct. Though a general 
pardon of those proceedings had been granted, not only 
at the time, but in his own last parliament, he made use 
of them as a pretence to extort money from seventeen 
counties, to whom he imputed a share in the rebellion. 
He compelled men to confess under their seals that 
they had been guilty of treason, and to give blank obli- 
gations, which his officers filled up with large sums.*" 
CJpon the death of the duke of Lancaster, who had pas- 
sively complied throughout all these transactions, 
Eichard refused livery of his inheritance to Hereford, 
whose exile implied no crime, and who had letters 
patent enabling him to make his attorney for that pur- 
Neceasitjr during its coutinuauce. In short, his 

for deposing government for nearly two years was altogether 
Richard IL tyrannical ; and, up^ the same piinciples that 
cost James II. Lis throne, it-v^ unquestionably far more 
necessary, unless our fathers would have abandoned all 

* Besides the contemporary historians, discover. It is strange that Carte shcnld 
we may read a fhll narrative of these express surprise at the sentence npon the 
proceedings in the Rolls of Parliament, duke of Norfolk, while he seems to con- 
voL uL p. 382. It appears ttot Mowbray sider that upon Hereford as very equi- 
was the most offending pan^isince, inde- table. But he viewed the whole of this 
pendently of Hereford’s accusation, he is reign, and of those that ensued, with tne 
charged with openly maintain in g the jaundiced eye Jacobitism. 
appeals made in the false parliament of ® Rot. Pari. 1 H. IV. p. 420, 420 { 
the eleventh of the king. But the ban- Walsingham, p. 353, 367 ; Otterbnm, gk 
ishment of his ewcuser was wholly nn- 19» ; Vita Ric. II. p. 147, 
juBtifiaale by any motive'* that we can 
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thonglit of liberty, to expel Biohard II. Far be it from 
us to extenuate the treachery of the Percies towards 
this unhappy prince, or the cruel circumstances of his 
death, or in any way to extol either his successor or the 
chief men of that time, most of whom were ambitious 
and faithless; but after such long experience of the 
king’s arbitrary, dissembling, and revengeful temper, 1 
see no other safe course, in the actual state of the con- 
stitution, than what the nation concurred in pursuing. 

The reign of Kichard 11. is, in a constitutional light, 
the most interesting part of our earlier history ; and it 
has been the most imperfectly written. Some have 
misrepresented the truth through prejudice, and others 
through carelessness. It is only to be understood, and, 
indeed, there are great difficulties in the way of under- 
standing it at all, by a perusal of the rolls of parliament,, 
with some assistance from the contemporary historians*. 
Walsingham, Knyghton, the anonymous biographer 
published by Heame, and Froissart. These, I must 
remark, except occasionally the last, are extremely hos- 
tile to Eichard; and although we are far from being 
bound to acquiesce in their opinions, it is at least im- 
warrantable in modem writers to sprinkle their margins 
with references to such authority in support of positions 
decidedly opposite.^ 

The revolution which elevated Henry lY. to the 
throne was certainly so far accomplished by circum- 
force, that the king was in captivity, and those stances 
who might still a(Siere to him in no condition 
to support his authority. But the sincere con- accession, 
currence which most of the prelates and nobility, witli 
the mass of the people, ga-^ to changes that coi^d not 
have been otherwise effected by one so unprovided with 
foreign support as Henry, proves this revolution to havo 
been, if not an indispensable, yet a national act, and 
should prevent our considering the Ljmcastrian kings as 
usurpers of the throne. Nothing indjffed looks so much 
like usurpation in the whole transaction as Henry’s 
• 

It is lair to 01)861:76 tnat Froissart’s 1395, 1, iv. c. 62, where he gives a very 
tcstiinony makes most in fiivonr of the indiifment diaracter of the duke of Glon 
king, or rather against his enemies, where cester. In general this writer is illdn 
itismostvalTiable; that is, in his account formed of Engli^ affairs, and tmdescivinfl! 
of what he heard in the EnglMi court In to he quoted as an authoniy. • 

VOL. Ill O 
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remarkable cballenge of the crown, insinuating, tbongb 
not avowing, as Hnme has justly animadverted upon it, 
a false and ridicnlons title by right line of descent, and 
one equally unwarrantable by conquest. The course of 
proceedings is worthy of notice. As the renunciation 
of Eichard might weU pass for the effect of compulsion, 
there was a strong reason for propping up its instability 
by a solemn deposition from the throne, founded upon 
specific charges of misgovemment. Again, as the right 
of dethroning a monarch was nowhere found in the 
law, it was equally requisite to support this assumption 
of power by an actual abdication. But as neither one 
nor the other filled up the duke of Lancaster’s wishes, 
who was not contented with owing a crown to election, 
nor seemed altogether to account for the exclusion of 
the house of March, he devised this claim, which was 
preferred in the vacancy of the throne, Eichard’s cession 
having been read and approved in parliament, and the 
sentence of deposition, “ out of abundant caution, and 
to remove all scruple,” sole mn ly passed by seven com- 
missioners appointed out of the several estates. “ After 
which challenge and claim,” says the record, “ the 
lords spiritual and temporal, and all the estates there 
present, being asked, separately and together, what they 
thought of the said challenge and claim, the said estates, 
with the whole people, without any difficulty or delay, 
•consented that the said duke should reign over them.”® 
The claim of Henry, as opposed to that of the earl of 
March, was indeed ridiculous; but it is by no means 
evident that, in such cases of extreme urgency as leave 
no security for the common weal but the deposition of a 
reigning prince, there rests ^y positive obligation upon 
the estates of the realm to :fil his place with the nearest 
heir. A revolution of this kind seems rather to defeat 
and confound all prior titles ; though in the new settle- 
ment it will coi^only be prudent, as well as equitable, 
to treat them witl some regard. Were this otherwise it 
would be hard say why William III. reigned to the 
exclusion of Anne, or even of the Pretender, who nad 
surely committed no offence at thaf time; or why (if 
imcli indeed be the true construction of the Act of Settle- 


Eot Farl. 433. 
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ment) tke more distant ’branolies of the royal stock, 
descendants of Henry YII. and earlier kings, have been 
cut off from their hope of snocession by the restriction to 
the heirs of the princess Sophia. 

In this revolution of 1399 there was as remarkable an 
attention shown to the formalities of the constitution, 
allowance made for the men and the times, as in that of 
1688. The parliament was not opened by commission; 
no one took the office of president; the conamons did 
not adjourn to their own chamber ; they chose no 
speaker; the name of parliament was not taken, but 
that only of estates of the realm. But as it would have 
been a violation of constitutional principles to assume a 
parliamentary character without the king’s commission, 
though summoned by his writ, so it was still more 
essential to limit their exercise of power to the necessity 
of circumstances. Upon the cession of the king, as 
upon his death, the parliament was no more ; its exist- 
ence, as the council of the sovereign, being dependent 
upon his will. The actual convention summoned by 
the writs of Eichard could not legally become the par- 
liament of Henry ; and the validity of a statute declaring 
it to be such would probably have been questionable in 
that age, when the power of statutes to alter the original 
principles of the co mm on law was by no means so tho- 
roughly recognised as at the Eestoration and Eevolution. 
Yet Henry was too well pleased with his friends to part 
with them so readily ; and he had much to effect before 
the fervour of their spirits should abate. Hence an ex- 
pedient was devised of issuing writs for a new parlia- 
ment, returnable in six days. These neither were nor 
could be complied with ; but the same members as had 
deposed Eichard sat in the new parliament, which was 
regularly opened by Henry’s commissioner as if they 
had been duly elected.*^ In this contrivance, more than 
in all the rest, we may trace the hand of lawyers. 

If we look back from the accessiom of Henry lY. to 
that of his predecessor, the constiti^xional authority of 
the house of commons will be perceived to have made 
surprising progress during the course of twenty-two 

d If proof could be reqiiired of any- persons, it may be found in their writs of 
thing so self-evident as that these as- expenses, as published by Prynne, 4th 
semblies consisted of exactly the same Register, p. 460. 

Q 2 



84 ADVANCES OF THE CONSTITUTION Ohap. VIII. Part TH, 

years. Of tlie three capital points in contest while 
Retro ect reigned, that money oonld not be levied, 

of the pro- or laws enacted, without the commons’ consent, 
SStaSn administration of government was 

TOider snbject to their inspection and control, the 
Richard n. absolutely decided in their favour, 

the second was at least perfectly admitted in principle, 
and the last was confirmed by frequent exercise. The 
commons had acquired two additional engiaes of immense 
efficiency ; one, the right of directing the application of 
subsidies, and calling accountants before them; the 
other, that of impeaching the king’s ministers for mis- 
conduct, All these vigorous shoots of liberty throve 
more and more under the three kings of the 
house of Lancaster, and drew such strength 
LanSster nourishment from the generous heart of 

England, that in after-times, and in a less pros- 
perous season, though checked and obstructed in their 
growth, neither the blasts of arbitrary power could 
break them off, nor the mildew of servile opinion cause 
them to wither. I shall trace Ihe progress of parliament 
till the civil wars of York and Lancaster : 1. in main- 
taining the exclusive right of taxation ; 2. in directing 
and checking the public expenditure; 3. in making 
supplies depend on the redress of grievances ; 4. in se- 
curing the people against illegal ordinances and inter- 
polations of the statutes; 6. in controlling the royal 
administration; 6. in punishing bad ministers; and 
lastly, in establishing their own immunities and pri- 
vileges. 

1. The pretence of levying money without consent of 
parliament expired with Edmrd III., who had asserted 
it, as we have seen, in the very last year of his reign. 
A great council of lords and prelates, summoned in Qie 
second year of his successor, declared that they could 
advise no remedy for the king’s necessities without lay- 
ing taxes on the ptople, which could only be granted in 
parliament.® Nor was Eichard ever accused of illegal 
tallages, the frequent theme of remonstrance under 
Edward, unless we may conjecture that this charge is 
implied in an act Cl 1 E. n. c. 9) which annuls all 


2 R. n. p. 56. 
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impositions on wool and leatJier, without consent of par- 
liament, if any heJ Doubtless his innocence in this 

respect was Ihe effect of weakness ; and if the revolu- 
tion of 1399 had not put an end to his newly acquired 
despotism, this, like every other right of Ins people, 
would have been swept away. A less palpable means of 
evading the consent of the commons was by the extor- 
tion of loans, and harassing those who refused to pay by 
summonses before the council. These loans, the fre- 
quent resource of arbitrary sovereigns in later times, are 
^st complained of in an early parliament of Eichard II. : 
and a petition is granted that no man shall be compelled 
to lend the king money.^ But how little this was re- 
garded we may infer from a writ directed, in 1386, to 
some persons in Boston, enjoining them to assess every 
person who had goods and chattels to the amount of 
twenty pounds, in his proportion of two hundred pounds, 
which the town had promised to lend the king; and 
giving an assurance that this shall be deducted from the 
next subsidy to be granted by parliament. Among other 
extraordinary parts of this letter is a menace of forfeiting 
life, limbs, and property, held out against such as should 
not obey these commissioners.^ After his triumph over 
the popular party towards the end of his reign, he 
obtained large sums in this way. 

Under the Lancastrian kings there is much less 
appearance of raising money in an unparliamentary 
course. Henry IV. obtained an aid from a great council 
in the year 1400 ; but they did not pretend to charge 
any besides themselves; though it seems that some 
towns afterwards gave the king a contribution.' A few 
years afterwards he directs the sheriffs to call on the 
richest men in their counties to advance the money voted 
by parliament. This, if any compulsion was threatened, 
is an instance of over-strained prerogative, though con- 
sonant to the practice of the late reign.^ There is, how- 

fit 1 b positively laid down ty tlie way to statute-book. 

Mserters of civil liberty, in the great case ^ IRjmh, t. vii. p. 644. 

of impo^tions (Howell’s State Trials, i Carte, vol. il. p. 640. Sir M. Hale 
vol- iL p. 443, 607), that no precedents observes that he finds no complaints ol 
for arbitrary taxation of exports or im- illegal impositions under the kings of the 
poits occur firom the accession of Eichard house of Lancaster. Hargrave’s Tracts^ 
XL to the reign of Mary. h P* 184, 

• 2 R. IL p. 62. This did not find its ^ Eymer, t. viii. p. 412, 488. 
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ever, an infitanoe of very arbitrary conduct with respect 
to a grant of money in the minority of Henry VI. A 
subsidy had been granted by parliament upon goods im- 
ported under certain restrictions in favour of the mer- 
chants, with a provision that, if these conditions be not 
observed on the king’s part, then the grant should be 
void and of no effect." But an entry is made on the roll 
of the next parliament, that, “ whereas some disputes 
have arisen about the grant of the last subsidy, it is 
declared by the duke of Bedford and other lords in par- 
liament, with advice of the judges and others learned in 
the law, that the said subsidy was at all events to be col- 
lected and levied for the Hng’s use ; notwithstanding 
any conditions in the grant of the said subsidy con- 
tained.” " The commons, however, in making the grant 
of a jfeesh subsidy in this parliament, renewed their 
former conditions, with the addition of another, that “ it 
ne no part thereof be beset ne dispensed to no other use, 
but only in and for the defense of the said roialme.” ® 

2. The right of granting supplies would have been 

A ro incomplete, had it not been accompanied 

tionof with that of directing their application. The 
supplies, principle of appropriating public moneys began, 

as we have seen, in -die minority of Kiohard ; and was 
among the best fruits of that period. It was steadily 
maintained under the new djmasty. The parliament of 
6 H, rV. granted two fifteenths and two tenths, with a 
tax on skms and wool, on condition that it should be ex- 
pended in the defence of the kingdom, and not other- 
wise, as Thomas lord Fumival and Sir John Pelham, 
ordained treasurers of war for this parliament, to receive 
the said subsidies, shall account and answer to the com- 
mons at the next parliament/ These treasurers were 
sworn in parliament to execute their trusts.^ A similar 
precaution was adopted in the next session.*! 

3. The commons made a bold attempt in the second 

Attempt to Henry lY. to give the strongest security 

make supply to their clkims of redress, by inverting the usual 
r^^of course of parliamentary proceedings. It was 
grievances, usual to answer their petitions on the last day 
of the session, which put an end to all farther discussion 

“ Rot Pari. voL iv. p. 216. “ Id. p. 301. ® Id. p. 302. 

P Id. vol. iit p. 6^ Id. p. 668. 
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upon them, and prevented their making the redress of 
grievances a necessary condition of supply. They now 
requested that an answer might be given before they 
made their grant of subsidy. This was one of the 
articles which Eichard II.’s judges had declared it high 
treason to attempt. Henry was not inclined to make 
a concession which would virtually have removed the 
chief impediment to the ascendency of parliament. He 
first said that he would consult with the lords, and 
answer according to their advice. On the last day of 
the session the commons were informed that “ it had 
never been known in the time of his ancestors that they 
should have their petitions answered before they had 
done all their business in parliament, whether of grant- 
ing money or any other concein; wherefore the king 
wQl not ^ter the good customs and usages of ancient 
times.” ' 

Notwithstanding the just views these parliaments 
appear generally to have entertained of their power over 
the public purse, that of the third of Heiuy V. followed 
a precedent from the worst times of Richard II., by 
granting the king a subsidy on wool and leather during 
his life.* This, an historian tells us, Henry IV. had 
vainly laboured to obtain ; ‘ but the taking of Harfleur 
intoxicated the English with new dreams of conquest in 
France, which their good sense and constitutional jealousy 
were not firm enough to resist. The continued expenses 
of the war, however, prevented this grant from becoming 
so dangerous as it might have been in a season of tran- 
quillity. Heniy V., like his father, convoked parliament 
almost in every year of his reign. 

4. It had long been out of all question that the legis-* 
lature consisted of the king, lords, and com- 
mons ; or, in stricter language, that the king S^hteofSe 
could not make or repeal statutes without the 
consent of parliament. But this fundamental 
TnayiTu was still frequently defeated by various acts of 
evasion or violence ; which, though -protested against as 
illegal, it was a difficult task to prevent. The king some- 
times exerted a power of su^ending the observance of 
statutes, as in the ninth of Richard II., when a petition 

Rot Pari. voL iii. p. 453. • Id. vol. ir p. 63- 

t Wairinghwai, p. 379. 
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tiiat all statutes miglit be confinued is grated, with an 
exception as to one passed in the last parliament, forbid* 
the judges to take fees, or ^ve counsel in cases 
where the king was a party; which, “because it was 
too severe and needs declaration, the king would have of 
no effect till it should be declared in parliament.” " The 
apprehension of the dispensing prerogative and sense of 
its illegality are manifested by the wary terms wherein 
the commons, in one of Richard’s parliaments, “ assent 
that the king make such sufferance respecting the statute 
of provisors as shall seem reasonable to him, so that the 
said statute be not repealed; and, moreover, that the 
commons may disagree thereto at the next parliament, 
and resort to the statute with a protestation that this 
assent, which is a novelty and never done before, shall 
not be drawn into precedent ; praying the king that this 
protestation may be entered on the roll of parliament.* 
A petition, in one of Henry lY.’s parliaments, to limit 
the number of attorneys, and forbid filazers and protho- 
notaries from practising, having been answered favour- 
ably as to the first point, we find a marginal entry in the 
roll that the prince and council had respited the execu- 
tion of this act.^ 

The dispensing power, as exercised in favour of indi- 
viduals, is quite of a different character from 
this general suspension of statutes, but indi- 
crown. rectly weakens iJie sovereignty of the legisla- 
ture. This power was exerted, and even recognised, 
throughout all the reigns of the Plantagenets. In the 
first of Henry V. the commons pray that the statute for 
driving aliens out of the kingdom be executed. The 
king assents, saving his prerogative and his right of 
dispensing with it when he pleased. To which the com- 
mons replied that their intention was never otherwise, 
nor, by God’s help, ever should be. At the same time 
one Rees ap Thomas petitions the king to modify or dis- 
pense with the statute prohibiting Welchmen from pur- 
chasing lands in ]|ngland, or tiie English towns in 

^ Walsipgham, p. 210. Buflfhead ob- * 15 E. II. p. 285. See, too, 16 E. II 
serves ia the margin upon this statute, p. 301, where the same power is renewed 
8 E. n. c. 3, that it is repealed, but in H. IV.’s parliaments, 
loos not take notice what sort of repeal f 13 H. IV. p. 643. 

thfui. 
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Wales ; whicli tlie king grants. In the same parliament 
the commons pray that no grant or protection be made 
to any one in contravention of the statute of provisors, 
saving the king’s prerogative. He merely answers, Let 
the statutes be observed evading any allusion to his 
dispensing power.* 

It has been observed, imder the reign of Edward HI., 
that the practice of leaving statutes to be drawn up by 
the judges, from the petition and answer jointly, after a 
dissolution of parliament, presented an opportunity of 
falsifying the intention of the legislature, whereof advan- 
tage was often taken. Some very remarkable instances 
of this fraud occurred in the succeeding reigns. 

An ordinance was put upon the roll of parliament, in 
the fifth of Eichard H., empowering sheriffs of counties 
to arrest preachers of heresy and their abettors, and 
detain them in prison till they should justify themselves 
before the church. This was introduced into the statutes 
of the year ; but the assent of lords and commons is not 
expressed. In the next parliament the commons, recit- 
ing this ordinance, declare that it was never assenjed to 
or granted by them, but what had been proposed m this 
matter was without their concurrence (lliat is, as I con- 
ceive, had been rejected by them), and pray that this 
statute be annulled ; for it was never their intent to bind 
themselves or their descendants to the bishops more than 
their ancestors had been boimd in times past. The king 
returned an answer, agreeing to this petition. Never- 
theless the pretended statute was untouched, and remains 
still among our laws um’epealed, except by desuetude, 
and by inference from the acts of much later times. 

This commendable reluctance of the commons to let 
the clergy forge chains for them produced, as there is 
much appearance, a similar violation of their legislative 
rights in the next reign. The statute against heresy in 
tiS second of Henry lY. is not grounded upon any 

* Bot. ParL v. 4 H. V. p. 6, 9, 13 R. II. staf 1, c. 15, that the king’s 

• 6 R. n. stat 2, c. 5; Rot ParL castles and gaols which had been sepa- 
6 R. n. p. 14L Some other instances rated from the body of the adjoining 
of the commons attempting to prevent counties should be reunited to them, is 
these unfair practices are* adduced "by not founded upon any petition that ap- 
RnShead, in his preface to the Statutes, pears on the roll ; and probably, by 
and in Prynne’s preface to Cotton’s making search, other instances equally 
Ahridgment the Records. Th^ act Vagrant might he dljscevered. 
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petition of tlie oommons, but only upon one of tbe clergy. 
It is said to be enacted by consent of the lords, but no 
notice is taken of the lower house in the parliament roll, 
though the statute reciting the petition asserts the com- 
mons to have joined in it.** The petition and the statute 
are both in Latin, which is unusual in the laws of this 
time. In a subsequent petition of the commons this act 
is styled “ the statute made in the second year of your 
majesty’s reign at the request of the prelates and clergy 
of your kingdom which affords a presumption that it 
had no regular assent of parliament.® And the spirit ol 
the commons during this whole reign being remarkably 
hostile to the church, it would have been Iwdly possible 
to obtain their consent to so penal a law against heresy. 
Several of their petitions seem designed indirectly to 
weaken its efficacy.*^ 

These infringements of their most essential right were 
resisted by the commons in various ways, according to 
the measure of their power. In the fifth of Richard II. 
they request the lords to let them see a certain ordinance 
before it is engrossed.® At another time they procured 
some of their own members, as well as peers, to be pre- 
sent at engrossing the roll. At length they spoke out 
unequivocally in a memorable petition, which, besides 
its intrinsic importance, is deserving of notice as the 
earliest iustance in which the house of commons adopted 
the English language. I shall present its venerable 
orthography without change. 

“ Oure soverain lord, youre humble and trewe lieges 
that ben come for the comune of youre lond bysech^m 
onto youre rizt riztwesnesse, That so as hit hath ever be 
thair libte and fredom, that thar sholde no statut no lawe 
be made offlasse than they yaf therto their assent ; con- 
sideriuge that the comune of youre lond, the whiche that 


y* There had been, however, a petition 
of the commons on the same snltJeGt, ex- 
pressed in very general tei^, on which 
this terrible superstmctoi^ mi^t art- 
folly be raised, p. 474 
« p. 626. 

d We find a remarkable petition in 
8 H. IV., professedly aimed against the 
LoUards, but intended, as I strongly sus- 
pect, in their favour. It condemns per- 
BOOM pieafidng i^inst the catholic faith 

r 


or sacraments to imprisonment till the 
next parliament, where they were to abide 
snch judgment as should be rendered bp 
{he king and peers cf the realm. This 
seems to supersede the burning statute 
of 2 H. IV., and the spiritual cognizance 
of heresy. I^t. Park p. 683. See, too, 
p. 626. The petition was expressly 
granted; but the clergy, I suppose, pre- 
vented its appearing on the statute toll. 

• Rot. Pari, voL iii. p, 102. 
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is, and ever liath be, a membre of yonre parlemente, ben 
as well assenters as peticioners, that fro this tyme fore- 
word, by compleynte of the oomiine of any myschief 
axknyge remedie by mouthe of their speker fcr the 
oomnne, other ellys by petition writen, that ther never 
be no lawe made tberappon, and engrossed as statnt and 
lawe, nother by addicions, nother by diminnoions, by no 
manner of terme ne termes, the whiche that sholde 
chaxmge the sentence, and the entente axked by the 
speker monthe, or the petitions beforesaid yeven np yn 
writyng by the manere forsaid, withoute assent of the 
forsaid oomnne. Consideringe, onre soverain lord, that 
it is not in no wyse the entente of yonre comnnes, zif yet 
be so that they aske yon by spekyng, or by writyng, 
two thynges or three, or as manye as theym Inst : Bnt 
that ever it stande in the fredom of yonre hie regalie, to 
grannte whiche of thoo that yon Inst, and to wemne the 
remanent. 

“ The kyng of his grace especial graunteth that fro 
hensforth noibyng be enacted to the peticions of his 
comnne that be oontrarie of hir askyng, wharby they 
shnld be bonnde withonte their assent. Savyng alwey 
to onr liege lord his real prerogatif, to grannte and denye 
what him Inst of their petitions and askynges afore- 
said.’’^ ^ 

Notwithstanding the fulness of this assent to so impor- 
tant a petition we find no vestige of either among the 
statutes, and the whole transaction is unnoticed by those 
historians who have not looked into onr original records. 
If the compilers of the statnte-roU were able to keep out 
of it the very provision that was intended to check their 
fraudulent machinations, it was in vain to hope for 
redress without altering the established practice in this 
respect; and indeed, where there was no design to 
falsify the roll it was impossible to draw np statutes 
which should be in tiiith the acts of the whole legisla- 
ture, so long as the king continued to grant petitions in 
part, and to engraft new matter upon ^em. Such was 


f Eot Pari. vol. iv. p. «22. It is Instead of which they give, as their 
curioiis that the authors of the Parha- fadiion is, impertinent speeches out ol 
mentary History say that the roll of this Hohngshed, which are certainly not 
parliament is lost, and consequently sup- genuine, and would he of no value 11 
press altogether this important petition, they were so. 
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still tHe case till the commons hit upon an effectual 
expedient for screening themselves against these en^ 
eroachments, which, has lasted without alteration to the 
present day. This was the introduction of complete 
statutes under the name of bills, instead of the old 
petitions ; and these containing the royal assent and the 
whole form of a law, it became, though not quite imme- 
diately ,s a constant principle that the king must admit 
or reject them without qualification. This alteration, 
which wrought an extraordinary effect on the character 
of our constitution, was gradually introduced in Henry 
VI.’s reign.’^ 

From the first years of Henry V., though not, I think, 
earlier, the commons began to concern themselves with 
the petitions of individuals to the lords or council. The 
nature of the jurisdiction exercised by the latter will be 
treated more fully hereafter; it is only necessary to 
mention in this place that many of the requests preferred 
to them were such as could not be granted without trans- 
cending the boundaries of law. A just inquietude as to 
the encroachments of the king’s council had long been 
manifested by the commons ; and finding remonstrances 
ineffectual, they took measures for preventing such 
usurpations of legislative power by introducing their own 
consent to private petitions. These were now presented 
by the hands of the commons, and in very many instances 


8 Henry VI. and Edward IV. in some 
cases passed biUs with snndry provisions 
annexed by themselves. Tims the act 
for resumption of grants, 4 E. IV., was 
encumbered with 289 clauses in fivour 
•of so many persons whom the king meant 
to exempt &om its operation; and the 
same was done in other acts of the same 
description. Rot Part voL v. p. 817. 

h The variations of each statute, as 
now printed, firom the parliamentary 
roll, whether in form or substance, are 
noticed in Cotton’s Al^dgment It 
may be worth while to Consult the pre- 
&ce to Ruffhead’s edition of the Statutes, 
where this sul^ect is treated at some 
length. 

Perhaps the triple division of our 
legislature may be dated from this in> 
novation. For as it is impossible to 
ienjr that, while the king promulgated a 


statute founded upon a mere petition, he 
was himself the real legislator, so I tldhik 
it is equally fair to assert, notwithstand- 
ing the formal preamble of our statutes, 
that laws brought into either house of 
parliament in a perfect shape, and re- 
ceiving first the assent of lords and com- 
mons, and finally that of the king, who 
has no power to modify them, must be 
deemed to proceed, and derive their effi- 
cacy, from the joint concurrence of aU 
the three. It is said, indeed, at a much 
earlier time, that le ley de la teire est 
fait en parlement par le roi, et les 
seigneurs esplrituels et temporels,et tout 
la communautC du royaume. Rot Pari, 
voL iii. p. 2^3. But this, I must allow, 
was in the violent session of li Ric. n., 
the constitutional authority of which is 
not to be highly prized. 
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passed in tlie form of statutes with the express assent oi 
all parts of the legislature. Such was the origin of pi'i- 
vate bills, which occupy the greater part of the rolls in 
Henry Y. and VI.’s parliament. The commons once 
made an ineffectual endeavour to have their consent to 
all petitions presented to the council in parliament ren- 
dered necessary by law; if I rightly apprehend the 
meaning of the roU in this place, which seems obscure 
or corrupt.*. 

5. If the strength of the commons had lain merely in 
the weakness of the crown, it might be inferred interference 
that such harassing interference with the ad- ofpariia- 
ministration of a&.irs as the youthful and Se^roya^^ 
frivolous Eichard was compelled to endure expenditure, 
would have been sternly repelled by his experienced 
successor. But, on the contrary, the spirit of Eichard 
might have rejoiced to see that his mortal enemy suffered 
as hard usage at the hands of parliament as himself. 
After a few years the government of Henry became ex- 
tremely unpopular. Perhaps his dissension with the 
great family of Percy, which had placed him on the 
throne, and was regarded with parti^ity by the people, 
chiefly contributed to this alienation of thefr attachment. 
The commons requested, in the fifth of his reign, that 
certaiu persons might be removed from the court ; the 
lords concurred in displacing four of these, one being 
the king’s confessor. Henry came down to parliament 
and excused these four persons, as knowing no special 
cause why they should be removed; yet, well under- 
standing that what the lords and commons should ordain 
would be for his and his kingdom’s interest, and there- 
fore anxious to conform himself to their wishes, consented 
to the said ordinance, and charged the persons in ques- 
tion to leave his palace ; adding, that he would do as 
much by any other about his person whom he should 
find to have incurred the ill affection of his people." It 
was in the same session that the archbishop of Canter- 
bury was commanded to declare before the lords the 
king’s intention respecting his administration ; allowing 
that some things had been done amiss in his court and 

i 8 H. V. voL iv. p. 127. whom, as it proved, he had just cause to 

k The house of commons thanked the suspect 6 BL IV. p. 625. 
king ibr pardoning Northumberland, “ 6 H. IV. p. 696. 
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kousehold ; and tkerefore, wisMng to conform to tke will 
of God and laws of the land, protested that he would let 
in future no letters of signet or privy seal go in disturb- 
ance of law, beseeched the lords to put his household in 
order, so that every one might be paid, and declared that 
the money granted by the commons for the war should 
be received by treasurers appointed in parliament, and 
disbursed by them for no other purpose, unless in case 
of rebellion. At the request of the commons he named 
the members of his privy council ; and did the same, 
with some variation of persons, two years afterwards. 
These, though not nominated with the express consent, 
seem to have had the approbation of the commons, for a 
subsidy is granted in 7 H. IV., among other causes, for 
^‘the great trust that the commons have in the lords 
lately chosen and ordained to be of the king’s continual 
council, that there shall be better management than 
heretofore.” “ 

In the sixth year of Henry the parliament, which 
Sir E. Coke derides as unlearned because lawyers were 
excluded from it, proceeded to a resumption of grants 
and a prohibition of alienating the ancient inheritance of 
the crown without consent of parliament, in order to ease 
the commons of taxes, and that the king might live on 
his own." This was a favourite though rather chimerical 
project. In a later parliament it was requested that the 
king woxdd take Ms council’s advice how to keep within 
his own revenue ; he answered that he would T^lingly 
comply as soon as it should be in Ms power.? 

But no parliament came near, in the number and bold- 
ness of its demands, to that held in the eighth year of 
Henry IV. The commons presented thirty-one articles, 
none of wMch the king ventured to refuse, though press- 
ing very severely upon Ms prerogative. He was to name 
sixteen counsellors, by whose advice he was solely to be 
guided, none of them to be dismissed without conviction 
of misdemeanor, t The chancellor and privy seal to pass 
no grants or other matter contrary to law. Any persons 
about the court stirring up the king or queen’s minds 
against their subjects, and duly convicted Ihereof, to lose 
their offices and be fined. The king’s ordinary revenue 

“ Rot. ParL voL iii. p. 529, 568, 573. ® p. 547 

H 13 H. IV. p 624. 
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was wholly appropriated to his household and the pay- 
ment of h^ debts ; no grant of wardship or other profit 
to be made thereout, nor any forfeiture to be pardoned. 
The king, “ considering the wise government of other 
Christian princes, and conforming himself thereto,” was 
to assign two days in the week for petitions, “ it being 
an honourable and necessary thing that his lieges, who 
desired to petition him, should be heard.” No judicial 
officer, nor any in the revenue or household, to enjoy his 
place for life or term of years. No petition to be pre- 
sented to the king, by any of his household, at times 
when the council were not sitting. The council to de- 
termine nothing cognizable at common law, unless for a 
reasonable cause and with consent of the judges. The 
statutes regulating purveyance were affirmed — abuses of 
various kinds in &e council and in courts of justice enu- 
merated and forbidden — elections of knights for counties 
put under regulation. The council and officers of state 
were sworn to observe the common law and all statutes, 
those especially just enacted.** 

It must strike every reader that these provisions were 
of themselves a noble fabrio of constitutional liberty, and 
hardly perhaps inferior to the petition of right under 
Charles I. We cannot account for the submission of 
Henry to conditions far more derogatory than ever were 
imposed on Eichard, because the secret politics of his 
reign are very imperfectly understood. Towards its close 
he manifested more vigour. The speaker, Sir Thomas 
Chaucer, having made the usual petition for liberty of 
speech, the king answered that he might speak as others 
had done in the time of his (Henry's) ancestors, and his 
own, but not otherwise ; for he would by no means have 
any innovation, but be as much at his liberty as any of 
his ancestors had ever been. Some time after he sent a 
message to the commons, complaining of a law passed at 
the last parliament infringing his liberty and prerogative, 
which he requested their consent to r^eal. To Ihis the 
commons agreed, and received the king’s thanks, who 
declared at the same time that he would keep as much 
freedom and prerogative as any of his ancestors. It does 
not appear what was the particular subject of complaint 


<1 Eot. ParL R H. IV. p. 68C 
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but tkerehad been mucli of the same remonstrating spirit 
in the last parliament that was manifested on preceding 
occasions. The commons, however, for reasons we cannot 
explain, were rather dismayed. Before their dissolution 
they petition the king, that, whereas he was reported to 
be offended at some of his subjects in this and in the 
preceding parliament, he would openly declare that he 
held them all for loyal subjects. Henry granted this 
“of his special grace;” and thus concluded his reign 
more triumphantly with respect to his domestic battles 
than he had gone through it.’' 

Power deemed to be ill gotten is naturally precarious ; 

^ and the instance of Henry IV. has been well 
(quoted to prove that public liberty flourishes 
larity. with a bad title in the sovereign. None of our 
kings seem to have been less beloved; and indeed he 
had little claim to affection. But what men denied to 
the reigning king they poured in full measure upon the 
heir of his throne. The virtues of the prince of Wales 
are almost invidiously eulogized by those parliaments 
who treat harshly his father ; ® and these records afford 
a strong presumption that some early petulance or riot 
has been much exaggerated by the vulgar minds of our 
chroniclers. One can scarcely understand at least that 
a prince who was three years engaged in quelling the 
dangerous insurrection of Glendower, and who in the 
latter time of his father’s roign presided at the council, 
was so lost in a cloud of low debauchery as common fame 
represents.* Loved he certainly was throughout his life, 
as so intrepid, affable, and generous a temper well de^ 
served ; and this sentiment was heightened to admiration 
by successes still more rapid and dazzling than those of 
Edward III. During his reign there scarcely appears 
any vestige of dissatisfaction in parliament — a circum- 
stance very honourable, whether we ascribe it to the 
justice of his admin istiation or to the affection of his 
people. Perhapsdwo exceptions, though they are rather 
one in spirit, might be made : the first, a petition to the 
duke of Gloucester, then holding parliament as guardian 

* 13 H. IV. p. 648, 668. aware that the aame opinion had been 

■ Eot. ParL voL iii. p. 549, 568, 5Y4, elaborately maintained by Mr. Luders, 

> in one of Ms valuable essays upon points 

* This passage was written before I was of c(mE>«itational history. 
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of England, that he would move the king and queen to 
return, as speedily as might please them, in relief and 
comfort of the commons the second, a request that their 
petitions might not he sent to the king beyond sea, but 
altogether determined “ within this kingdom of England, 
during this parliament,” and that this ordinance might 
be of force in all future parliaments to be held in Eng- 
land.* This prayer, to which the guardian declined to 
accede, evidently sprang jhom the apprehensions, excited 
in their minds by the treaty of Troyes, that England 
might become a province of the French crown, which led 
them to obtain a renewal of the statute of iJdward HI., 
declaring the independence of this kingdom.^ 

It has been seen already that even Edward ELI. con- 
sulted his parliament upon the expediency of 
negociations for peace, though at that tune the 
commons had not acquired boldness enough to 
tender their advice. In Eichard II.’s reign they 
answered to a similar proposition with a little more con- 
fidence, that the dangers each way were so considerable 
they dared not decide, though an honourable peace would 
be the greatest comfort they could have, and concluded 
by hoping that the king would not engage to do homage 
for Calais or the conquered country.* The parliament ol 
the tenth of his reign was expressly summoned in order 
to advise concerning the ■^g's intended expedition 
beyond sea — a great council, which had previously been 
assembled at 02brd, having declared their incompetence 
to consent to this measure without the advice of parlia- 
ment.® y et a few years afterwards, on a similar reference, 
the commons rather declined to give any opinion.^ They 
confirmed the league of Henry V. with the emperor 
Sigismund;® and the treaty of Troyes, which was so 
fundamentally to change the situation of Henr}’- and his 
successors, obtained, as it evidently required, the sanction 
of both houses of parliament.*^ These precedents con- 
spiring with the weakness of the executive government, 
in the minority of Henry YI., to fling an increase of 
influence into the scale of the commons, they made theii 
• « 

“ Rot Part 8 H, V. voL iv, p. 126. • p. 215. 

*p. 128. bitBflLpwSlS. 

y p. 130. ® 4 H. V. voL iv. p. 

* tE.ILvoLlli,p.M0. 4pii3B. 
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concurrence necessary to all important business both of 
a foreign and domestic nature. Thus commissioners were 
appointed to treat of the deliverance of the king of Soots, 
the duchesses of Bedford and Gloucester were made 
denizens, and mediators were appointed to reconcile the 
dukes of Gloucester and Burgimdy, by authority of the 
three estates assembled in parliament.® Leave was given 
to the dukes of Bedford and Gloucester, and others in 
the king’s behalf, to treat of peace with France, by both 
houses of parliament, in pursuance of an article in the 
treaty of Troyes, that no treaty should be set on foot with 
the dauphin without consent of the three estates of both 
realms/ This article was afterwards repealed.*^ 

Some complaints are made by the commons, even 
during the first years of Henry’s minority, that the 
king’s subjects underwent arbitrary imprisonment, and 
were vexed by summonses before the coimcil and by the 
newly-invented writ of subpoena out of chancery.^ But 
these are not so common as formerly ; and so as the 
rolls lead us to any inference, there was less injustice 
committed by the government under Henry VI. and his 
father than at any former period. Wastefulness indeed 
might justly be imputed to the regency, who had scanda- 
lously lavished the king’s revenue.^ This ultimately led 
to an act for resuming all grants since his accession, 
founded upon a public declaration of the great of&oers of 
the crown that his debts amoimted to 372,000?., and the 
annual expense of the household to 24,000?., while the 
ordinary revenue was not more than 5000?.’^ 

6. But before this time the sky had begun to darken, 
Impeach- discontent with the actual administration 
men^f pervaded every rank. The causes of this are 
msnistera. familiar — ^the unpopularity of the king’s mar- 
riage with Margaret of Anjou, and her impolitic violence 

* Rot Part 4 H. V. rot iv. p. 211, 242, of the first, and long possession of the 
atf. second. In this the commons could not 

f p. 371. aCfect to interfere judicially ; but they 

5 23 H. VT. voL V, p. 102. There is found a singular way of meddling, by 
rather a curious instance in 3 H. VL of petitioning the king to confer the duke- 
the jealousy with which the commons dom of Norfolk on the earl marshaL 
regarded any proceedings in uprliament voL iv. p.^273. 

where they were not concerned. A con- h Rot. Park 1 H. VL p. 189 ; 3 It VI. 
trover^ arose between the ee^ls marsbal p. 292; 8 H. VL p. 343, 
and of Warwick respecting their pre* i voL v. 18 H. VL pu It. 

iederce; limnded upon the royal blood k 28 H. VL p. 18S. 
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in the conduct of aifairs, particularly the imputed murder 
of the people’s favourite, the duke of Gloucester. This 
provoked an attack upon her own creature, the duke of 
Suffolk. Impeachment had lain still, like a sword in the 
scabbard, since the accession of Henry IV., -when the 
commons, though not preferring formal articles of accu 
sation, had petitioned tiie king that Justice Eickhill, who 
had been employed to take the former duke of Glouces- 
ter’s confession at Calais, and the lords appellants of 
Eichard II.’s last parliament, should be put on their 
defence before the lords.™ In Suffolk’s case the commons 
seem to have proceeded by bill of attainder, or at least 
to have designed the judgment against that minister to 
be the act of the whole legislature ; for they delivered a 
bill containing articles against him to the lords, with a 
request that they would pray the king’s majesty to enact 
that bin in parliament, and that the said duke might be 
proceeded against upon the said articles in parliament 
according to the law and custom of England. These 
articles contained charges of high treason, chiefly relating 
to his conduct in France, which, whether treasonable or 
not, seems to have been grossly against the honour and 
advantage of the crown. At a later day the commons 
presented many other articles of misdemeanor. To the 
former he made a defence, in presence of the king as well 
as the lords both spiritual and temporal ; and indeed the 
articles of impeachment were directly addressed to the 
king, which gave him a reasonable pretext to interfere 
in the judgment. But from apprehension, as it is said, 
that Suffolk could not escape conviction upon at least 
some part of these charges, Henry anticipated with no 
slight irregularity the course of legal trial, and, sum- 
moning the peers into a private chamber, informed the 
duke of Suffolk, by mouth of his chancellor, that, inas- 
much as he had not put himself upon his peerage, but 
submitted wholly to the royal pleasure, the king, ac- 
quitting him of the first articles containing matter of 
treason, by his own advice and not that of the lords, nor 
by way of judgment, not being in a place where judg- 
ment could be delivered, banished him for five years 
firom his dominions. The lords then present besought 


H 2 • 


Eot Pari. voL, iii. p. 430, 449. 
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tile king to let their protest appear on record, that neither 
they nor their posterity might lose their rights of peerage 
by this precedent. It was justly considered as an arbi- 
trary stretch of prerogative, in order to defeat the privi- 
leges of parliament and screen a favoniite minister j&x)m 
punishment. But the course of proceeding by bill of 
attainder, instead of regular impeachment, was not judi- 
ciously chosen by the commons." 

7. Privilege of parliament, an extensive and singular 
Privilege of branch of our constitutional law, begins to 
pariiamenL attract attention under the Lancastrian princes. 
It is true indeed that we can trace long before by records, 
and may infer with probability as to times whose records 
have not survived, one considerable immunity — a freedom 
from arrest for persons transacting the king’s business in 
his national council.® Several authorities may be found 
in Mr. Hatsell’s Precedents ; of which one, in the 9th of 
Edward II,, is conclusive.** But in those rude times 
members of parliament were not always respected by the 
officers executing legal process, and still less by the vio- 
lators of law. After several remonstrances, which the 
crown had evaded,** the commons obtained the statute 11 
Henry VI. c, 11, for the punishment of such as assault 
any on their way to the parliament, giving double 
damages to the party. *■ They had more difficulty in 
establishing, notwithstanding the old precedents in their 
favour, an immunity from all criminal process except in 
charges of treason, felony, and breach of the peace, which 
is their present measure of privilege. The truth was, 
that, with a right pretty clearly recognised, as is admitted 
by the judges in Thorp's case, the house of commons 
had no regular compulsory process at their command. 
In the cases of Lark, servant of a member, in the 8th ol 
Henry VI.,* and of Clerke, himself a burgess, in the 39th 
of the same king,* it was thought necessary to effect their 

“ Rot Part 28 H. VL voL v. p. 176. Wilkins, Leges Anglo-Saxon, p. 2. 

* If this were to rest upon antiqniiy P Hatsell, voL L p. 12. 
of precedent, one might he produ<»d that Rot Part 5 H. IV. p. 541. 

would challenge all competition. In The clergy had got a little prece- 

the laws of Ethelbeit, the first Christiaa dence in this. An act passed 8 H. VI, 
king of Kent, at the end of the sixth c. l, granting privilege from arrest for 
jcentury, -we find this provision: ** If the themselves and servants on their way to 
king call his people to him (i. e. in the convocation, 
wltenagemot), and any one does an in- • Rot Part Vol.iv. p. 36T. 

Jury to one of them, let him pay a fine ’ * voL v. p. 374 
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release from a ci\dl execution by special acts of parlia- 
ment. The commons, in a former instance, endeavoured 
to make the law general that no members nor their 
sorvants might be t^en except for treason, felony, and 
breach of peace ; but the king put a negative npon this 
part of their petition. 

The most celebrated, however, of these early cases of 
privilege is that of Thomas Thoip, speaker of the com- 
mons in 31 Henry YI. This person, who was moreover 
a baron of the exchequer, had been impiisoned on an 
execution at suit of the duke of York. The commons 
sent some of their members to complain of a violation of 
privilege to the king and lords in parliament, and to 
demand Thorp’s release. It was alleged by the duke of 
York’s counsel that the trespass done by Thorp was since 
the beginning of the parliament, and the judgment 
thereon given in time of vacation, and not during the 
sitting. The lords referred the question to the judges, 
who said, after deliberation, that “they ought not to 
answer to that question, for it hath not be used aforetyme 
that the judges should in any wise determine the privi- 
lege of this high oourt of parliament ; for it is so high 
and so mighty in his nature that it may make law, and 
that that is law it may make no law ; and the determina- 
tion and knowledge of that privilege belongeth to the 
lords of the parliament, and not to tiie justices.” They 
went on, however, after observing that a general -writ of 
supersedeas of all processes upon ground of privilege had 
not been known, to say that, “ if any person that is a 
member of this high court of parliament be arrested in 
such cases as be not for treason, or felony, or surety of 
the peace, or for a condemnation had before the paidia- 
ment, it is used that all such persons should be released 
of such arrests and make an attorney, so that they may 
have their freedom and liberty freely to intend upon the 
parliament. 

Notwithstanding this answer of the judges, it was con- 
cluded by the lords that Thorp should remain in prison, 
vnthout regarding the alleged privilege ; and the com- 
mons were directed -in the king’s name to proceed “ with 
all goodly haste and speed ” to the election of a new 
speaker. It is curious to observe that the commons, 
foTgpotting their grievances, or content to drop them 
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made suck haste and speed according to this command, 
that they presented a new speaker for approbation the 
next day.® 

Tfcds case, as has been strongly said, was begotten by 
the iniquity of the times. The state was verging fast to- 
wards civil war ; and Thorp, who afterwards distinguished 
himself for the Lancastrian cause, was an inveterate 
enemy of the duke of York. That prince seems to have 
been swayed a little from his usual temper in procuiing 
so unwarrantable a determination. In the reign of 
Edward IV. the commons claimed privilege against any 
civil suit during the time of their session ; but they had 
recourse, as before, to a particular act of parliament to 
obtain a writ of supersedeas in favour of one Atwell, a 
member, who had been sued. The present law of privi- 
lege seems not to have been fully established, or at least 
effectually maintained, before the reign of Henry VIII.* 

No privilege of the commons can be so fundamental as 
liberty of speech. This is claimed at the opening of 
every parliament by their speaker, and could never be 
infringed without shaking the ramparts of the constitution. 
Richard II.’s attack upon Haxey nas been already men- 
tioned as a flagrant evidence of his despotic intentions. 
No other case occurs until the 33rd year of Henry VI., 
when Thomas Young, member for Bristol, complained to 
the commons, that, “for matters by him showed in the 
house accustomed for the commons in the said parlia- 
ments, he was therefore taken, arrested, and rigorously 
in open wise led to the Tower of London, and there 
grievously in great duress long time imprisoned against 
the said freedom and liberty with much more to the 
like effect. The commons transmitted this petition to 
the lords, and the king “willed that the lords of his 
council do and provide for the said suppliant as in their 
discretions shall be thought convenient and reasonable.” 
This imprisonment of Young, however, had happened six 
years before, in consequence of a motion made by him 
that, the king then having no issue, the duke of York 
might be declared heir-apparent to the crown. In the 
present session, when the duke was protector, he thought 
it well-timed to prefer his claim to remuneration.^ 

Hot Part -voL v. p. 239; Hatsell’a hare recourse to Hatsell's Precedeut«> 
t*re<edents, p, 29. voL i- cnap. 1, 

* UpnC this suSsiect the reader should r Rot ParJ 'voL v. p. 33Y ; W. Wor- 
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leather, and of three shillings on the tim (of wine), and 
twelve pence on the pound (of other merchandise), from 
Michaelmas next ensuing for two years thenceforth. 
Whereupon, by command of our said lord the king, a 
message was sent to the commons of this parliament to 
cause a certain number of their body to come before our 
said lord the king and the lords, in order to hear and 
report to their companions what they should be com- 
manded by our said lord the king. And upon this the 
said commons sent into the presence of our said lord the 
king and the said lords twelve of their companions ; to 
whom, by command of our said lord the king, the said 
question was declared, with the answer by the said lords 
severally given to it. Which answer it was the pleasure 
of our said lord the king that they should report to the 
rest of their fellows, to the end tlmt they mig ht take the 
shortest course to comply with the intention of the said 
lords. Which report being thus made to the said com- 
mons, they were greatly disturbed at it, saying and 
asserting it to be much to the prejudice and derogation 
of their liberties. And after that our said lord the king 
had heard this, notwilHng that anything should be done 
at present, or in time to come, that might anywise turn 
against the liberty of the estate for which they are come 
to parliament, nor against the liberties of the said lords, 
wiUs and grants and declares, by the advice and consent 
of the said lords, as follows : to wit, that it shall be law- 
ful for the lords to debate together in this present parlia- 
ment, and in every other for time to come, in the king’s 
absence, concerning the condition of the kingdom, and 
the remedies necessary for it. And in like manner it 
shall be lawful for the commons, on their part, to debate 
together concerning the said condition and remedies. 
Provided always that neither the lords on their part,^ nor 
the commons on theirs, do make any report to our said 
lord the king of any grant granted by the commons, and 
agreed to by the lords, nor of the communications of the 
said grant, before that the said lords and commons are of 
one accord and agreement in this matter, and then in 
manner and form accustomed — that is^ to say, by the 
mouth of the speaker of the said commons for the time 
being— to the end that the said lords and commons may 
have what they desire (avoir puissent leur gree) of ou7 
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said lord the king. Our said lord the king willing more- 
over, by the consent of the said lords, that the commTmi- 
cation had in this present parliament as above be not 
drawn into precedent in time to come, nor be turned to 
'the prejudice or derogation of the liberty of the estate 
for which the said commons are now come, neither in 
this present parliament nor in any other time to come* 
But wills that himseK and all the other estates should be 
.as free as they were before. Also, the said last day of 
parliament, the said speaker prayed our said lord the 
king, on the part of the said commons, that he wonld 
grant the said commons that they should depart in as 
great liberty as other commons had done before. To 
which the king answered that this pleased him well, and 
• that at all times it had been his desire.” 

Every attentive reader will discover this remarkable 
•passage to illustrate several points of constitutional law. 
For hence it may be perceived — first, that the king was 
used in those times to be present at debates of the lords, 
personally advising with them upon the public business; 
which also appears by many other passages on record ; 
and this practice, I conceive, is not abolished by the 
king’s present declaration, save as to grants of money, 
which ought to be of the free will of parliament, and 
without that fear or influence which the presence of so 
high a person might create : secondly, that it was 
already the established law of parliament that the lords 
should consent to the commons’ grant, and not the com- 
mons to the lords’ ; since it is the inversion of this order 
whereof the commons complain, and it is said expressly 
that grants are made by the commons, and agreed to by 
the lords : thirdly, that the lower house of parliament is 
not, in proper language, an estate of the realm, but 
rather the image and representative of the commons of 
England ; who, being the third estate, with the nobility 
and clergy make up and constitute the people of this 
kingdom and liege subjects of the crown.'* 

• Eot ParL voL iii. p. 611 . mens in paxliament do the third. Tliis- 

T» A notion is entertained by many is contradicted by the general tenor of 
people, and not without thelinthority of onr ancient records and law-books; and 
some very respectable names, that the indeed the analogy of other governments 
kmg is one of the three estates of the on^t to have the greatest wei^t^ even- 
realm, the lords spiritoal and temporal if more reason for doubt appeared up<.itt 
^forming together the second, m the com- the face of our own authorities, the 
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At the next meeting of parliament, in allusion pro- 
bably to this disagreement between the houses, the Hag 
told them that the states of parliament were come 
together for the common profit of the king and kingdom, 
and for unanimity’s sake and general consent; and 
therefore he was sure the commons would not attempt 
nor say anything hut what should be fitting and condu- 
cive to unanimity ; commanding them to meet together 
and communicate for the public service.® 

It was not only in money bills that the originating 
power was supposed to reside in the commons. The 
course of proceedings in parliament, as has been seen, 
from the commencement at least of Edward III.’s reign, 


iiutonces where the three estates are de- 
clared or implied to be the nobility, clergy, 
and commons, or at least their repre- 
ftentatives in parliament, are too nnme- 
rons for ingertion. This land standeth, 
says the Chancellor Stilllngton, in Tth 
likiward IV., by three states, and above 
that one principal, that is to wit, lords 
spiritual, lords temporal, and commons, 
and over that, state royal, as our sove- 
roign lord the king. Eot. Pari. vol. v. 

622. Thus, too, it is declared that the 
treaty of Staples in 1492 was to be con- 
firmed per tres status regni Angliae ritb 
et debitfe convocatos, videlicet per pre- 
litos et Clerum, nobiles et commimitates 
ejusdem regni Rymer, t xil p. 608. 

I will not, however, suppress one 
l»ssage, and the only instance that has 
(Kxjurred in my reading, where the king 
does appear to have been reckoned among 
the three estates. The commons say, in 
the 2nd of Henry IV., that the states of 
the realm may be compared to a trinity, 
that IS, the king, the lords spiritual and 
temporal, and the commons. HoL Pari 
voL iii p 459. In this expression, how- 
ever, the sense shows that by estates of 
the realm they meant members, or neces- 
sary parts, of the parliament 

WMtelodke, on the Parliamentary Writ, 
Toi ii. p. 43, argues at length, that the 
three estates are king, lords, and commons, 
whlcih seems to have been a current doc- 
trine among the popular lawyers of the 
seventeenth century. His reasoning it 
:hiefly grounded on the baronial tenure 
vf bishops, the validity of acts passed 


against their consent, and other argu- 
ments of the same kind ; which might go 
to prove that there are only at present 
two estates, but can never turn the king 
into one. 

The source of this error is an inatten- 
tion to the primary sense of the word 
estate (status), which means an order or 
condition into whidi men axe classed by 
the institutions of society. It is only in 
a secondary, or rather an elliptical appli- 
cation, that it can be referred to their 
representatives in parliament or national 
councils. The lords temporal, indeed, of 
England are identical with the estate 
of the nobility ; but the house of com- 
mons is not, strictly speaking, the estate 
of commonalty, to which its members 
belong, and from which they are deputed. 
So the whole body of the deigy are pro- 
perly yaking one of the estates, and are 
described as sudi in the older anthori- 
ties, 21 Ric. II. Rot. Pari. voL iil. p. 348, 
though latterly the lords spiritual in par- 
liament acquired, with less correctness, 
that app^ation. Hody on Convocations, 
p. 426. The bishops, indeed, may be 
said, constructively, to represent the 
■whole of the clergy, with whose griev- 
ances they are supposed to be best ac- 
quainted, and whose rights it is thdr 
peculiar duty to defend. And 1 do not 
find that the inferior clergy had any 
other representation in the cortes of Cas- 
tile and Aragon, where the ecclesiastical 
order was always counted among the 
estates of the realm. 

* Rot Pari. voL UL p. 623. 
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was tihat the commons presented petitioE^, which tlie 
lords, by themselTes, or with the assistance of the conii- 
cil, having duly considered, the sanction of the king wus 
notified or withheld. This was so much according to 
nsage, that, on one occasion, when the commons 
requested the advice of the other house on a matter 
before them, it was answered that the ancient custom 
and form of parliament had ever been for the commons 
to report their own opinion to the king and lords, and 
not to the oontraiy; and the king would have the 
ancient and laudable usages of parliament maintained.** 
It is singular that in the terror of innovation the lords 
did not discover how materially this usage of parliament 
took off from their own legislative influence. The rule, 
however, was not observed in succeeding times ; bills 
originated indiscriminately in either house ; and indeed 
some acts of Henry V., which do not appear to be 
grounded on any petition, may be suspected, from 
the manner of their insertion in the rolls of parliament, 
to have been proposed on the king’s part to the 
commons.* But there is one manifest instance in the 
18th of Henry VI., where the king requested the 
commons to give their authority to such regulations ^ as 


d Rot Part 6 R. ILp. 100. 

* stat 2 H. V. c. 6, 8, 9; 4 H. VL 

c.r. 

t Rot Part voL v. p. V. It appears 
l)y a case in the Tear Book of the 
33rd of Henry VL, that where the 
lords made only some minor alterations 
in a bill sent up to them from the com- 
mons, even if it related to a grant of 
money, the cdstom was not to remand 
it for their assent to the amendment 
Brooke’s Abridgment: Parliament 4. 
The pa^ge is worth extracting, in order 
to illustrate the course of proceeding in 
parliament at that time. Case fiiit qne 
1^ J. P. fait attaint de certeyn trespas 
par acte de parliament dont les commons 
furent assentos, que sil ne vient elns per 
ticl jour que U forfeytera tiel summe, et 
les suigneurs done plus longe Jour, et le 
bil nient rebaile al commons arrere ; et 
per Kirby, clerk des roles del parliament 
I’nse del parliament est, que si bil vieut 
primes a les commons, et ils passent ce&, 
i eit use d’endorser ceo en tiel forme, 


Soit bayle as seigniors ; et si les seig- 
niors ne Ze roy ne alteront le bil, donques 
est use a liverer ceo al clerke del parlia- 
mentedestre enrol sannz endorser cea . . 
Et si les seigniors volent alter un bil in 
ceo que poet estoyer ore le bil, ils poyent 
saunz remandre ceo al commons, come si 
les commons graunte poundage, pur qua- 
tuor aus, et les grantent nisi par deux 
ans, ceo ne serra rebayle al commons 
mes si les commons grauntent nisi pui 
deux ans, et les seigneurs pur quatre ans 
la ceo serra reliver al commons, et en 
cest case les seigniors doyent &ire un 
scdnle de lour intent on d’midorser le 
bil en ceste forme, Les seignenis ceo 
assentent pur durer par quatuor ans ; et 
quant les commons ount le bil arrere, et 
ne volent asaenter a ceo, ceo ne poet 
estre un actre ; mes si les commons volent 
assenter, donques Qs indorse leur respone 
sur le mergent ne baas? deins le bil en 
tiel forme, Les commons sont assentant* 
ai sedul des seigniors, a mesme cesly bil 
annexe, et donques sera bayle ad clerke 
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his ooTiucil miglit provide for redressing the ahnse of 
purveyance ; to which thoy assented. 

If we are to choose constitutional precedents from 
seasons of tranquillity rather than disturbance, which 
surely is the only means of preserving justice or con- 
sistency, but little intrinsic authority can be given to 
the foUowing declaration of parliamentary law in the 
11th of Richard II. : “ In this parliament (the roll says) 
all the lords as well spiritual and temporal there 
present claimed as their liberly and privilege, that the 
great matters moved in this parliament, and to be 
moved in other parliaments for time to come, touching 
the peers of the land, should be treated, adjudged, and 
debated according to the course of parliament, and not 
by the civil law nor the common law of the land, used 
in the other lower courts of the kingdom ; which claim, 
liberty, and privileges, the king graciously allowed and 
granted them in full parliament.” « Jt should be remem- 
bered that this assertion of paramount privilege was 
made in very irregular times, when the king was at the 
mercy of the d^e of Gloucester and his associates, and 
that it had a view to the immediate object of justifying 
thep violent proceedings against the opposite party, and 
taking away die restraint of the common law. It stands 
as a dangerous rock to be avoided, not a lighthouse to 
guide along the channel. The law of parliament, as 
determined by regular custom, is incorporated into our 
constitution ; but not so as to warrant an indefinite, un- 
conbrollable assumption of power in any case, least of 
all in judicial procedui'e, where the form and the essence 
of justice are inseparable from each other. And, in fact, 
this claim of the lords, whatever gloss Sir E. Coke may 
put upon it, was never intended to bear any relation to 
the privileges of the lower house. I should not, per- 
haps, have noticed this passage so strongly if it had not 

del parliament, ut supra. Et si tm bil niors ; et Ideo cest acte supra nest bon, 
3oit primes liver al seigniors, et le bil pur ceo que ne ftdt rebaile as commons, 
passe etut, ils ne nsont de feyre ascun en- A singular assertion is made in tbe 
ioisement, mess de mitter le bil as com- Year Book 21 E. IV. p. 48 (Maynard's 
mons ;etdonques, si le bil passe les com- edit), that a •subsidy granted by tbe 
mens, il est use destre issint endorce, commons without assent of the peers is 
Les commons sent assentants; et ceo good enough. This cannot surely liava 
prove que il ad passe les seigniors devant, been law at that time, 
et louf 9s^t est a cest passer del seig- S Rot. ParL vol. iii. p. 244 . 
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been made the basis of extravagant assertions as to the 
privileges of parliament;^ the spirit of which exaggera- 
tions might not be ill adapted to the times wherein Sir 
B, Coke lived, thoi^h I think they produced at several 
later periods no slight mischief, some consequences of 
which we may still have to experience. 

The want of all judicial authority, either to issue pro- 
cess or to examine witnesses, together with the 
Tisxial shortness of sessions, deprived the house 
of commons of what is now considered one of 
its most fundamental privileges, the cognizance 
of deputed elections. Upon a false return by the 
sheriff, there was no remedy but through the king or Ids 
council. Six instances only, I believe, occur, during 
the reigns of the Plantagenet family, wherein the mis- 
conduct or mistake of the sheriff is recorded to have 
called for a specific animadversion, though it was 
frequently the ground of general complaint, and even of 
some statutes. The first is in the 12th of Edward 11., 
when a petition was presented to the council against 
a false return for the county of Devon, the petitioner 
having been duly elected. It was referred to the court 
of exchequer to summon the sheriff before tliem.* The 
next occurs in the 36th of Edward III., when a writ 
was directed to the sheriff of Lancashire, after the disso- 
lution of parliament, to inquire at the county-court into 
the validity of the election; and upon his neglect a 
second writ issued to the justices of the peace to satisfy 
themselves about this in the best manner they could, and 
report the truth into chancery. This inquiry after the 
dissolution was on account of the wages for attendance, 
to which the knights unduly returned could have no pre- 
tence.^ We find a third case in the 7th of Eichard II., 
when the king took notice that Thomas de Camoys, who 
was summoned by writ to the house of peers, had been 
elected knight for StuTey, and directed lie sheriff to re- 
turn another." In the same year the town of Shaftes- 
bury petitioned the king, lords, and commons against a 
false return of the sheriff of Dorset, and prayed them to 
order remedy. Nothing further appears respecting this 

tt Coke’s 4tii Institute, p IS. k 4 Pryime, p 261. 

5 Glanvil’s Reports of Elections, edit. “ Glauvil’s Reports, ibid, fitm 
It It; Introduction, p 12L Piyime. 
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petition." This is the first instance of the commons being 
noticed in matters of election. But the next case is more 
material ; in tiie 5th of Henry IV. the commons prayed 
the king and lords in parliament, that, because the writ 
of summons to parliament was not sufficiently returned 
by the sheriff of Eutland, this matter might be examined 
in parliament, and in case of default found therein an 
exemplary punishment might be inflicted ; whereupon 
the lords sent for the sheriff and Oneby, the knight re- 
turned, as well as for Thorp, who had been duly elected, 
and, having examined into tihe facts of the case, directed 
the return to be amended, by the insertion of Thorp’s 
name, and committed the sheriff to the Fleet till he 
should pay a fine at the king’s pleasure." The last pas- 
sage that I can produce is firom the roll of 18 H. VI., 
where ‘‘ it is considered by the king, with the advice 
and assent of the lords spiritual and temporal,” that, 
whereas no knights have been returned for Cambridge- 
shire, the sheriff shall be directed, by another writ, to 
hold a court and to proceed to an election, proclaiming 
that no person shall come armed, nor any tumultuous 
proceeding take place ; something of which sort appears 
to have obstructed the execution of the first writ. It is 
to be noticed that the commons are not so much as 
named in this entry-^ But several provisions were 
made by statute under the Lancastrian kings, when seats 
in parliament became much more an object of competi- 
tion than before, to check the partiality of the sheriffs 
In making undue returns. One act (11 H, IV. c. 1) 
gives the justices of assise power to inquire into this 
matter, and inflicts a penalty of one hundred pounds on 
the sheriff. Another (6 H. VI. c. 4^ mitigates the 
rigour of the former, so far as to permit the sheriff or 
the knights returned by him to traverse the inquests be- 
fore the justices ; that is, to be heard in their own 
defence, which, it seems, had not been permitted to 
them. Another (23 H. VI. c. 14) gives an additional 
penaltj^ upon false returns to the party aggrieved. These 
statutes conspire with many other testimonies to mani- 
fest the rising importance of the housq of commons, and 
the eagerness with which gentlemen of landed estates 

® Glanvil's Reports, Ibid, from Pnmiie. ® Id. ibid, and Rot PaxL voL iii. p. B30u 

P Kot. ParL voL v. p. 7. 
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(whatever might be the case in petty horonghs) sought 
for a share in the national representation. 

Whoever may have been the original voters for county 
representatives, the first statute that regulates 
their election, so far from limiting the privilege the right of 
to tenants in capite, appears to place it upon a 
very large and democratical foundation. For 
(as I rather conceive, though not without much hesita- 
tion), not only all freeholders, but all persons whatever 
present at the county-court, were declared, or rendered, 
capable of voting for the knight of their sljfre. Such at 
least seems to be the inference from the expressions of 
7 H. IV. c. 16, “ all who are there present, as well 
suitors duly summoned for that cause as others.” ** And 
this acquires some degree of confirmation from the later 
statute, 8 H, VI. c. 7, which, reciting that “ elections 
of knights of shires have now of late been made by very 
great, outrageous, and excessive number of people dwell- 
ing within the same counties, of the which most part 
was people of small substance and of no value,” confines 
the elective franchise to freeholders of lands or tenements 
to the value of forty shillings. 

The representation of towns in parliament was founded 
upon two principles — of consent to public Elections of 
burthens, and of advice in public measures, i>™^es8€s. 


3 Prynne’s Register, p. 187. This 
hypothesis, thon^ embraced by Prynne, 
is, 1 confess, much opposed to general 
opinion ; and a very respectable living 
writer treats such an interpretation of 
the statute 7 H. IV. as chimericat The 
words cited in the text, “as others,” 
mean only, according to him, suitors not 
duly summoned. Heywood on EHections, 
vol. i. p. 20. But, as I presume, the 
summons to freeholders was by general 
proclamation; so that it is not easy 
to perceive what difference there could 
be between sommoned and unsiimmoned 
suitors. And if the words are supposed 
to glance at the private summonses to 
a few friends, by means of which the 
sherilfs were accustomed to procure a 
clandestine election, one can hardly ima- 
'dne that such persons ^^ould be styled 
“duly summoned.” It is not unlikely, 
however, that these laige expressions 
were inadvertently used, and that they 


led to that inundation of voters without 
property which rendered the subsequent 
act of Henry VL necessary. That of 
Henry IV. had itself been occasioned by 
an opposite evil, the dose election of 
kni^ts by a few persons in the name of 
the county. 

Yet the consequence of the statute of 
Henry IV. was not to let in too many 
voters, or to render elections tumultuons, 
in the larg^t of English counties, what- 
ever it might be in others. Piynne 
has published some singular sheriff’s in- 
dentures for the coimty of York, all 
during the interval between the acts of 
Henry IV. and Henry VI., which are 
sealed by a few persons calling them- 
selves the attorneys of some peers and 
ladies, who, as far as appears, had solely 
returned the knights of that diire. 
3 Prynne, p, 152, What degree of weigh; 
these anomalous retump ou^t to poser - r 
1 leave to the reader. 
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especially such as related to trade and shipping. Upon 
loth these accounts it was natural for the kings who lirst 
summoned them to parliament, little foreseeing that 
such half-emancipated hurghers would ever clip the 
loftiest plumes of their prerogative, to make these 
assemblies numerous, and summon members from eveiy 
town of consideration in the kingdom. Thus the writ 
of 23 E. I. dii’octs the sheriffs to cause deputies to bo 
elected to a general council from every city, borough, 
and trading town. And although the last words are 
omitted in subsequent writs, yet their spirit was pre- 
served ; many towns having constantly returned mem- 
bers to parliament by regular summonses from the 
sheriffs, which were no chartered boroughs, nor had 
apparently any other claim than their populousness 
or commerce. These are now called boroughs by pre- 
scription.^ 

Besides these respectable towns, there were some of a 
less eminent figure which had writs directed to them 
as ancient demesnes of the crown. During times of 
arbitrary taxation the crown had set tallages aJiJce upon 
its chartered boroughs and upon its tenants in demesne. 
When parliamentary consent became indispensable, the 
free tenants in ancient demesne, or rather such of them 
as inhabited some particular vills, were called to par- 
liament among the other representatives of the commons. 
They are usually specified distinctly from the other 
classes of representatives in grants of subsidies through- 
out the parliaments of the first and second Edwards, 

^ The msfjority of prescriptive boroughs was rather a real privilege, and founded 
have prescriptive corporations, which upon tenure, than one arising out of their 
carry the legal, which te not always the share in public contnbutions. Ch. J. Holt 
moral, presumption of an original charter, in Ashby v. White, 2 Ld. Raymond, 951. 
But ** many boroughs and toTS-ns in Eng- Heywood on Borough Elections, p. 11. 
iftTid have burgesses by prescription, that This inquiry is very obscure ; and per- 
never were incorporated,*' C!h.J. Hobart haps the more so, because the learning 
in Dungannon Case, Hobart's Reports, directed towards it has more frequently 
p. 15. And Mr. Luders thinks, I know not been that of advocates pleading for their 
how justly, that in the age of Edward I., clients ttian of unbiassed antiquaries. H 
which is most to our immediate purpose, this be kept in view, the lover of con- 
“thero were not perhaps thirty corpo- stitntional history will find much In- 
rations in the kingdom.” Reports of formation In several of the reported cases 
Elections, vol. L p. 98. But I must on controverted elections; particularly 
aUow that, in the opinion of many sound those of Tewksbury and IJskeaid, in 
lawyers, the representation of unchar- Peckwell's Reports, voL i. 
tend, or at least anincoxpoiated boiou|^ 
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tilla about the beginning of the third^s reign, they were 
confounded with ordinary burgesses.” This is the foun- 
dation of that particular species of elective fi:anchise 
incident to what we denominate burgage tenure ; which, 
however, is not confined to the ancient demesne of the 
crown.* 

The proper constituents therefore of the citiaens and 
burgesses in parliament appear to have been — 1. All 
chartered boroughs, whether they derived their privi- 
leges from the crowm, or from a mesne lord, as several 
jti Cornwall did from Eichard king of the Eomans 
2. All towns which were the ancient or the actual 
demesne of the crown; 3. All considerable places, 
though unincorporated, which could afford to defray the 
expenses of their representatives, and had a notable 
interest in the public welfare. But no parliament ever- 
perfectly corresponded with tb’s theory. The wnit was^ 
addressed in general terms to the sheriff, requir- 
ing him to cause two knights to be elected out of 
the body of ‘the county, two citizens from eveiy 
ciiy, and two burgesses from every borough. It 
rested altogether upon him to determine what towns . 
should exercise this franchise ; and it is really incre- 
dible, with all the carelessness and ignorance of those 
times, what frauds the sheriffs ventured to commit in . 
executing this trust. Though parliaments met almost 
every year, and there could be no mistake in so noto- 
rious a fact, it was the continual practice of sherifGs to * 
omit boroughs that had been in recent habit of electing 
members, and to return upon the writ that there were 
no more wdthin their county. Thus in the 12th off 
Edward III. the sheriff of Wiltshire, after returning two. 
citizens for Salisbury, and burgesses for two boroughs,, 
concludes with these words : — “ There are no otiier 
cities or boroughs within my bailiwick.” Yet in fact 
eight other towns had sent members to preceding par^ 
liaments. So in the 6th of Edward 11. the sheriff of 
Bucks declared that he had no borough within his 
county except Wycomb ; though Wendover, Agmondes- 
ham, and hlarlow had twice made returns since that 

* Brady on Botrong^ 75, 80, and t Littleton, & 16^ 163. 

163. Case of Tewksbniy, in * Brady, p. 97 

Baporta, toL L p. ltd. 

VOL. in. 
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kiag^s accession.* And feom iiMs cause alone it has 
happened that many towns called horoughs, and having 
a (Sorter and constitution as such, have never returned 
memhers to parliament; some of which are now among 
the most considerable in Ihgland, as Leeds, Birming- 
ham, and Macclesfield.^ 

It has been suggested, indeed, by Brady,* that these 
returns may not appear so false and collusive if we 
suppose the sheriff to mean only that there were no 
resident burgesses within these boroughs fit to be re- 
turned, or that the expense of their wages would be too 
heavy for the place to support. And no doubt the lattei 
plea, whether implied or not in the return, was very 
frequently an inducement to the sheriffe to spare the 
smaller boroughs. The wages of knights were four 
shillings a lay, levied on aU freeholders, or at least on 
aU. holding by knight-service, within the county Those 
of burgesses were half that sum;’* but even this pittance 


* Brady on Borou^,p. 110. SPrynne, 
p. 231. The latter even argues that this 
power of omitting ancient boroughs was 
legally vested in the sheriff before the 
5th of Richard IL ; and though the lan- 
guage of that act implies the contrary 
of this position, yet it is more than 
probable that most of our parliamentary 
boroughs by prescription, especially such 
as were then unincorporated, are in- 
debted for their privileges to the exerdse 
of the sheriffs discretion ; not founded 
on partiality, which would rather have 
led him to omit them, but on the broad 
principle that they were sufficiently opu- 
lent and important to send representa- 
tives to parliament. 

T Willis, Notltia Parliamentaria, voL i. 
preface, p. 35. 

" p. 117. 

is a perplexing question whether 
freeholders in socage were liable to con- 
tribute towards the wages of kni^ts ; 
and authorities might be produced on 
both sides. The more probable snp- 
patition is, that they were not exempted, 
lee tiie various petitions relating to the 
payment of wages in Prynne’s fourth 
Register. This is not unconnected with 
the question ai\ to their ri^t of suffrage. 
See p. 115 of this volume. Freeholdera 
withiu frxncttises made repeated endea- 


vours to exempt themselvM from pay- 
ment of wages. Thus In 9 H. IV. tt 
was settled by parliament that, to put 
an end to the dilutes on this sul^ect 
between the people of Cambridgediire 
and those of the Isle of Ely, the latter 
should pay 200^. and be quit in future 
of all cbai^ on that account Rot 
ParL voL iv. p. 383. By this means the 
Inhabitants of that franchise seem to 
have purchased the right of suffrage, 
which they still enjoy, thou^ not I 
suppose, suitors to the county-court In 
most other franchises, and in many cities 
erected into distinct counties, the same 
privilege of voting for knights of the 
shire is practically exercised; but whe- 
ther this has not proceeded as much from 
the tendency of returning officers and of 
parliament to &vour the right of election 
In doubtful cases, as from the merits yf 
their pretensions, may be a question. 

b The wages of knights and buigessea 
were first reduced to this certain snm 
by the writs Re levandis expends, 15 
E. IL Prynne’s fourth Register, p. 53. 
These were issued at the request of those 
who had served, after the dissolution oi 
parliament, and indnded a certain num- 
ber of days, according to the distance of 
the counly whence they came, fbr going 
and returning. It appears by these tlio^ 
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was raised with, reluctance and difficulty from miserable 
burghers, little solicitous about political franchises. 
Poverty, indeed, seems to have been accepted as a legal 
excuse. In the 6th of E. II. the sheriff of Northumber- 
land returns to the writ of summons that all his Jmights 
are not sufficient to protect the county; and in the 
1st of E. III. that they were too much ravaged by their 
enemies to send auy members to parliament.® The 
sheriffs of Lancashire, after several returns that they 
had no boroughs within their county, though Wigan, 
Liverpool, and Preston were such, alleged at length 
that none ought to be called upon on account of 
their poverty. This return was constantly made, from 
36 E. III. to the reign of Henry VI.’^ 

The elective franchise was deemed by the boroughs 
no privilege or blessing, but rather, during the 
chief part of this period, an intolerable grievance, of 
Where they could not persuade the sheriff to 
omit sending his writ to them, they set it at 
defiance by sending no return. And this seldom failed 
to succeed, so that, after one or two refusals to comply, 
which brought no punishment upon them, they wore left 
in quiet enjoyment of their insignificance. The town of 
Tonington, in Devonshire, went further, and obtained 
a charter of exemption from sending burgesses, grounded 
upon what the charter asserts to appear on the rolls of 
chancery, that it had never been represented before the 
21st of E. in. This is absolutely false, and is a proof 
how little we can rely upon the veracity of records, 
Toirington having made not less than twenty-two re- 
turns before that time. It is curious ihat in spite of 
this charter the town sent members to the two ensuing 

thirty-five or forty miles were redboned burgesses for attendance in parliament 
a day’s journey; which may correct the are known to have occorred in later 
ext^^ted notions of bad roads and times. Andrew Marvel Is commonly 
tardy locomotion that are sometimes said to have been the last who received 
entertained. See Frynne’s fourth R^is- this honourable salary. A modem book 
ter, and Willis’s Notitia Parliamentaria, asserts that wages were paid in some 
passim. Cornish borou^as latdas the eighteenth 

The latest entries of writs for expenses centnry. Lysons’s Cornwall, prelaosj 
la the close rolls are of 2 H.V.; but they p. xxxiL; but tibe passage quoted in 
may be proved to have issued much proof of this is not precise enon^ U 
longer; and Pryzme traces them to the support so unlikely a &ol 
end of Henry VlIL’s reign, p. 495. With- * 3 Flynne, p. 165. 
oat the formality of this writ a very * 4 Fiynnd, p; 317. » 

*'ew Instances oftowns remunerating their ... 

i2 
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parliaments, and lilien ceased for ever.® Eichard II. 
gave the inhabitants of Colchester a dispensation from 
returning burgesses for five years, in consideration o4 
the expenses they had incurred in fortifying the town/ 
But this immunity, from whatever reason, was not re- 
garded, Colchester having continued to make returns as 
before. 

The partiality of sheriffs in leaving out boroughs, 
which were accustomed in old time to come to the 
parliament, was repressed, as far as law could repress it^ 
by a statute of Eichard II., which imposed a fine on 
them for such neglect, and upon any member of parlia- 
ment who should absent himself from his duty.® But it 
is, I think, highly probable that a great part of those 
who were elected from the boroughs did not trouble 
themselves with attendance in parliament. The sheriff 
even found it necessary to take sureties for their exe- 
cution of so hurthensome a duty, whose names it was 
usual, down to the end of the fifteenth century, to en- 
dorse upon the writ along with those of the elected.^, 
This expedient is not likely to have been very success- 
ful ; and the small number, comparatively speaking, ol 
writs for expenses of members for boroughs, which have 
been published by Prynne, while those for the knights 
of shires are almost complete, leads to a strong pre- 
sumption that their attendance was very defective. This 
statute of Eichard II. produced no sensible effect. 

By what persons the election of burgesses was usually 
Who the ^ a question of great obscurity, which is 

electors in still occasionally debated before committees of 
parli^ent. It appears to have been the common 
practice for a very few of the principal members 
of the coiporation to make the election iu the county-'" 
court, and their names, as actual electors, are generally 
returned upon the writ by the sheriff.* But we cannot 
surely he warranted by tMs to infer that they acted in 
any other capacify than as deputies of the whole body, 
and indeed it is frequently expressed that they chose 

* 4 ^yim e, p. 320. fiised to go to parliament and drove hid 

1 3 Frynne, p. 241, constituents to a fresh choice. SPrvxma 

8 5B.IL8tatfi.c.4 p.27Y. 

h Ifldeft’s Reports, voLLp. 15. Some- l 2 Fiyime, p. 252 , 

ibau an. elected bxngeBs ahsolntefy le- 
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sucli and sticIl persons by the assent of the community / 
by whioh word, in an ancient corporate borough, it 
seems natural to understand the freemen participating 
in its general franchises, rather than the ruling body, 
which, in many instances at present, and always perhaps 
in the earliest age of corporations, derived its authority 
by delegation from the rest. The consent, however, of 
the inferior freemen we may easily believe to have been 
merely nominal ; and, from being nominal, it would in 
many places come by degrees not to be required at all ; 
the corporation, specially so denominated, or municipal 
government, acquiring by length of usage an exclusive 
privilege in election of members of parliament, as they 
did in local administration. This, at least, appears to 
me a more probable hypothesis than that of Dr. Brady, 
who limits the original right of election in all corporate 
boroughs to the aldermen or other capital burgesses.™ 
The members of the house of commons, from this occa- 
sional disuse of ancient boroughs as well as 
from the creation of new ones, underwent some the house of 
fluctuation during the period subject to our re- 
view. Two hundred citizens and burgesses sat in the 
parliament held by Edward I. in his twenty-third year, 
the earliest epoch of acknowledged representation. But 
in the reigns of Edward III. and his three successors 
about ninety places, on an average, returned members, 
so that we may reckon this part of the commons at one 


3 Prynne. p. 257, de assensa totius 
commtmitatis praedictse elegenmt E. W. ; 
so in several other instances quoted in 
the ensuing pages. 

“ Brady on Boroughs, p. 132, &c. 
Mr. AUeu, than whom no one of equal 
leaming was ever less inclined to de- 
predate popular lights, inclines more 
than we dionld expect to the school of 
Bra^ in this point ** There is reason 
to believe that originally the ri^t of 
election in horou^ was vested in the 
governing part of these communities, or 
in a select portion of the bu^esses ; and 
that, in the progress of the house of 
^ommous to power and importance, the 
tendency has been in general to render 
the elections more popular. , It is certain 
t&at for many years burgesses were 
elected fn the county cmrts, and appa- 


rently by ddegates from the boroughs, 
who were authorised by their feUow- 
hurgesses to elect r^resentatives for 
them in porliamenL In the reigns of 
James L and Charles L, when popular 
principles were in their greatest vigour, 
there was a strong disposition in the 
house of commons to extend the ri^t 
of suffiinge in boroughs, and in many 
instances these efforts were crowned with 
success.” Edin. Kev. xxviii, 146. But an 
election by delegates diosen for that pur- 
pose by the burgesses at large is very 
different from one by the governing part 
of the community. Even In the latter 
case, however, this part had generally 
been chosen, at a greater or less interval 
of time, by the entire body. Scmetlmea^ 
ind^, corporations fell into self-electioB 
and became dose. 
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kundred and eigkly.® These, if regular in iheir duties, 
might appear an over-halance for the seventy-four knights 
who sat with them. Put the dignity of ancient lineage^ 
territorial wealth, and military character, in. times when 
the feudal spirit was hardly extinct and that of chivaliy 
at its height, made these hurghers vail their heads to the 
landed aristocracy. It is pretty manifest that the knights, 
though doubtless with some support from the representa- 
tives of towns, sustained the chief brunt of battle against 
the crown. The rule and intention of our old constitu- 
tion was, that each county, city, or borough, should elect 
deputies out of its own body, resident among themselves, 
and consequently acquainted with their necessities and 
grievances.® It would be very interesting to discover at 
what time, and by what degrees, the practice of election 
swerved from this strictness. But I have not been able 
to trace many steps of the tmnsition. The number of 
practising lawyers who sat in parliament, of which there 
are several complaints, seems to afford an inference that 
it had begun in the reign of Edward lU. Besides several 
petitions of the commons that none but knights or re 
putable squires should he returned for shires, an ordi 
nance was made in the forty-sixth of his reign that no 
lawyer practising in the king’s court, nor sheriff during 
his shrievalty, he returned l^ght for a county ; because 
these lawyers put forward many petitions in tiie name of 
the commons which only concerned their clients.^ This 
probably was truly alleged, as we may guess from the 
vast number of proposals for changing the course of legal 
process which fill the rolls during tins reign. It is not 
to be doubted, however, that many practising lawyers 
were men of landed estafo in their respective counties. 

An act in the first year of Henry V. directs that none 
be chosen knights, citizens, or burgesses, who are not 
resident within the place for which they are returned on 

^ Willis, Notitia Parliamentaria, voL became very common. In 19 E.II. the^re 
HL p. 96, &c. ; 3 Prynne, p. 224, &c. were twenty-eight members returned 
® In 4 Edw. II. the sheriff of Rutland shires who were not kni^ts, And 
made this return : Eligi fed in pleno bnt twenty-seven who were snch. The 
comitatu, loco duorum militum, eo quod former had at this time only two Bbtiiiny. 
Biilltes non sunt in hoc comitatu commo- or three Rhi lUngs a day for their wages, 
rantes. duos homines de comitatu Rut- while the r^ knights had four 
land, de dlscretioribns et ad laboran lum 4 Prynne, p. 53, li. Bnt in the nest 
potmtiorlbus, &c. 3 Prynne, p. ito. But reign their wages were put on a level 
this defidency of actual kni^ts soon i* Rot. Park voL ii. p. 3io. 
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the day of the date of the writ.^ This statute apparently 
indicates a point of time when the deviation from the line 
of law was frequent enough to attract notice, and yet not 
so established as to pass for an unavoidable irregularity. 
It proceeded, however, from great and general causes, 
which new laws, in this instance very fortunately, are 
utterly incompetent to withstand. There cannot be a 
more apposite proof of tlie inefScacy of human institutions 
to struggle against the steady course of events than this 
unlucky statute of Henry V., which is almost a solitary 
instance in the law of England wherein the principle of 
desuetude has been avowedly set up against an unre- 
pealed enactment. I am not aware, at least, of any other, 
which not only, the house of commons, but the court of 
king’s bench, has deemed itself at liberty to declare 
unfit to be observed.’' Even at the time when it was 
enacted, the law had probably, as such, very little effect. 
But stiU the plurality of elections were made according 
to ancient usage, as well as statute, out of the constituent 
body. The contrary mstances were exceptions to the 
rule; but exceptions increasing continually, tiU they 
subverted the rule itself. Prynne has remarked that we 
chiefly find Cornish surnames among the representatives 
of Ganrwall, and those of noithem families among the 
returns from the North. Nor do the members for shires 
and towns seem to have been much interchanged ; the 
names of the former belonging to the most ancient 
families, while those of the latter have a more plebeian 
cast.* In the reign of Edward IV., and not before, a 
very few of the burgesses bear the addition of esquire m 
the returns, which became universal in the middle of the 
succeeding century.* 

^ Sot. F^l. 1 H. V. c. 1. t Willis, Kotitia PaxliamentariA, 

See the case of Dublin university in Piynne's fonrth Eegister, p. 1184, A 
the first volume of Pecfcwell’s Reports letter in that authentic and interesting 
of contested Sections. Note D, p. 53. accession to our knowledge of ancient 
rhe statute itself was repealed by 14 O. times, the Patton collection, shows that 
nL c. 58. ei^er canvass was sometimes made by 

• ?y 23 H. VL c. 15, none but gen- country gentlemen In Edward IV. 's 
tlemen bom, generosi a nativitate, are reign to represent boroughs. This letter 
capable of sitting in paxliamdht as kni^ts throws light at the same time on tho 
of counties; an election was set o^Ide creation or revival of boroughs. Iho 
39 H.VL because the person retnmed writer tells Sir John Paston, “If ye mis* 
was not of gentle tdrth. Pryxme’s third to be buigess of Malden, and my lord 
Boater, p. 151. chamberlain will, ye may be in another 
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Even county elections seem in general, at least in tlie 
tneguiarity fomteenth centtuj, to have been ill-attended 
of elections, and left to the influence of a few powerful and 
active persons. A petitioner against an undue return in 
the 12tii of Edward II. complains that, whereas he had 
been chosen knight for Devon by Sir William Martin, 
bishop of Exeter, with the consent of the county, yet the 
sheriff had returned another." In several indentures of 
a much later date a few persons only seem to have been 
concerned in the election, though the assent of the com- 
munity be expressed.* These irregularities, which it 
would be exceedingly erroneous to convert, with Hume, 
into lawful customs, resulted from the abuses of the 
sheriff’s power, which, when parliament sat only for a 
few weelm with its hands full of business, were almost 
Influence of escape with impunity. They were 

the crown sometimes also countenanced, or rather insti- 
upon them. gQ;tedf by the crown, which, having recovered 
in Edward n.’s reign the prerogative of naming the 
sherife, surrendered by an act of his father,^ filled that 
office with its creatures, and constantly disregarded the 
statute forbidding their continuance beyond a year. 
Without searchin g for every passage that might illustrate 
the interference of the crown in elections, I will mention 
two or three leading instances. When Kichard II. was 
meditating to overturn the ffimous commission of reform, 
he sent for some of the sheriJBfe, and required them to 
permit no knight or burgess to be elected to the next 
parliament without the approbation of the king and his 
council. The sheriffs replied that the commons would 
maintain their ancient privilege of electing their own 
representatives.* The parh’ament of 1397, which at- 
tainted his enemies and left the constitution at his mercy, 
was chosen, as we are told, by dint of intimidation and 
influence." Thus also that of Henry VI., held at Coventry 

place; there be a dozen towns in England his county in the Anglo-Saxon period; 
that choose no buigess, which on^t to no instance of this however, according to 
do it: ye may be set in for one of those lord Lyttelton, occurs after the Conquest, 
towns an' ye be friended." This was in Shrievalties were commonly sold by the 
UlrSL voLiLp.107. Norman kings. Hist, of Henry ILvoLU. 

“ Glanvirs Reports of Elections, edit p. 921. • 

1714, Introduction, p, xii. * Vita Ricardi H. p. 85. 

* Ptynne’s third Register, p. 171, * Otterboume, p. 191. He says of the 

rs8E.Lc.8;9E.lL It is said that knights returned on this occasion, that 
the iheiiff was elected 1 y the people of they were not elected per communitatcKi 
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in 1460, wherein the duke of York and his party were 
attainted, is said to have been nnduly returned by the 
like means. This is rendered probable by a petition pre- 
sented to it by the sheriffs, praying indemnity for all 
which they had done in relation -hereto contrary to law.^ ' 
An act passed according to their prayer, and in confirma- 
tion of elections. A few years before, in 1465, a singular 
letter under the king’s signet is addressed to the sheriffs, 
reciting that “ we be enfourmed there is busy labour made 
in sondry wises by certadne persons for the chesyng of 

the said knights, of which labour we marvaille 

greatly, insomuche as it is nothing to the honour of the 
laborers, but ayenst their worship ; it is also ayenst the 
lawes of the lande,” with more to that effect ; and en- 
joining the sheriff to let elections be free and the peace 
kept.® There was certainly no reason to wonder that a 
parliament, which was to shift the virtual sovereignty of 
the kingdom into the hands of one whose claims were 
known to extend much further, should be the object of 
tolerably warm contests. Thus in the Paston letters we 
find several proofe of the importance attached to parHa- 
mentary elections by the highest nobility.*^ 

The house of lords, as we left it in the reign of 
Henry HE., was entirely composed of such 
persons holding lands by barony as were of^ehoiw 
summoned by particular writ of parliament.® 

Tenure and summons were both essential at this time in 
order to render any one a lord of parliament— -the first 
by the ancient constitution of our feudal monarchy from 
the Conquest, the second by some regulation or usage of 
doubtful origin, which was thoroughly established before 
the conclusion of Henry III.’s reign. This produced, of 
course, a very marked difference between the greater and 
the lesser or unparliamentary barons. The tenure of the 
latter, however, still subsisted, and, though too incon- 

nt mos exigit, sed per regiam volun- have been much indebted to the firet 
ta.tem. part of Prynne’s Register, and to West's 

b Prynne’s second Reg. p. 141 ; Rot. Inquiry into the Manner of creating 
PtoLvoLv.p.36l Peers; which, thongh written with a 

® Prynne’s second Reg. p. 450. party motive, to serve the ministry ol 

d vol. i. p. 96, 98; vol.iJ. p. 99, 105; m9 in the peerage bill, deserves, fof 
vol iL p. 243. . the i)er8picuity of the method and styls, 

* Upon this Iry and obscure subject to be reckoned among the host of oul 
of Inquiry, the nature and constitution of constitutional dissertations, 
hoose of lords during this period ^ 
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siderable to be members of tbe legislatoe, they paid 
relief as barons, they might be challenged on juries, and, 
as I presume, by parity of reasoning, were entitled to 
trial by their peerage. These lower barons, or more 
commonly tenants by parcels of baronies,' may be dimly 
traced to the latter years of Edward III.* But many of 
them were successively summoned to parliament, and 
thus recovered the former lustre of their rank, while the 
rest fell gradually into the station of commoners, as 
tenants by simple knight-service. 

As tenure without summons did not entitle any one to 
Baronial privileges of a lord of parliament, so no 
tenure spiritual person at least ought to have been 
for tords Summoned without baronial tenure. The prior 
spiritoai of St. James at Northampton, having been sum- 
moned in the twelfth of Edward II., was discharged 
upon his petition, because he held nothing of the iSig 
by barony, but only in frankalmoign. The prior of Brid- 
lington, after frequent summonses, was finally left out, 
with an entry made in the roll that he held nothing of 
the Mng. The abbot of Leicester had been called to ficfiy 
parliaments ; yet, in the 25th of Edward HI., he obtained 
a charter of perpetual exemption, reciting that he held 
no lands or tenements of the crown by barony or any 
such service as bound him to attend parliaments or 
councils.** But great irregularities prevailed in the rolls 
of chancery, from which the writs to spiritual and tem- 
poral peers were taken — arising in part, perhaps, from 

f Baronies were often divided by de- land ; but inasmuch as it was notorious 
scent among females into many i)art8, that he had been concerned in usuipa- 
each retaining its character as a frac- tion of royal powers and murder of tbe 
llonal member of a barony. The tenants liege lord (as they styled Edward IL), 
in such case were said to hold of the the lords, as judges of parliament, by 
Idng by the third, fourth, or twentieth assent of ^e king in parliament, awarded 
part of a barony, and did service or paid and adjudged him to be banged. A inro 
relief in such proportion. sentence with a like protestation was 

* Madox, Baronia Anglica, p. 42 and passed on Mautravers and Qoumay. 
58 ; West’s Inquiry, p. 28, 33. That a There is a very remarkable anomaly in 
baron could only be tried by his fellow the case of Lord Berkley, who, thou^ 
barons was probably a rule as old as the undoubtedly a baron, his ancestors hav* 
trial per pais of a commoner. In 4 EMIL ing been summoned from the earliest 
Sir Simon Bereford having been accused date of writs, put himself on his trial tn 
before the lords in parUament of aiding parliament, ly twelve knights of the 
and advising Mortimer in his treasons, county of Gloucester. Rot. ParL voL 11 
they declared with one voice that he p.63; Rymer, t. Iv.p. Y34. 
wasnottheirpeer; wherefore they were h Pryime, p. 142, &c.; West’s In 
:iot bound to judge him as a peer of the quiry. 
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negligence, in part from wilful perversion ; so that many 
abbots and priors, who like these had no baronial temire, 
were summoned at times and subsequently omitted, of 
whose actual exemption we have no record. Out of one 
hundred and twenty-two abbots and forty-one priors who 
at some time or other sat in parliament, but tweniy-five 
of the former and two of the latter were constantly stun- 
moned : the names of forty occur only once, and those of 
thirty-six others not more than five times.' Their want 
of baronial tenure, in all probability, prevented the repe- 
tition of writs which accident or occasion had caused to 
issue.’' 

The ancient temporal peers are supposed to have been 
intermingled with persons who held nothing of 
the crown by barony, but attended in parliament V 
solely by virtue of the king’s prerogative exer- 
cised in the writ of summons.”' These have been called 
barons by writ ; and it seems to be denied by no one 
that, at least under the first three Edwards, there were 
some of this description in parliament. But after all the 
labours of Dugdale and others in tracing the genealogies 
of our ancient aristocracy, it is a problem of much diffi- 
culty to distinguish these from the territorial barons. As 
the latter honours descended to female heirs, they passed 
into new families and new names, so that we can hardly 
decide of one summoned for the first time to parliament 
that he did not inherit the possession of a feudal barony. 
Husbands of baronial heiresses were frequently sum- 
moned in their wives’ right, but by their 'own name^. 


» Piynne, p. 141. 

It It is wortiiy of o'bservation that the 
spiritual peers summoned to parliament 
were in general considerably more nu- 
merous than the temporal. Prynne, 
p. 114. This appears, among other causes, 
to have saved tiie church from that 
sweeping reformation of its wealth, and 
perhaps of its doctrines, which the com- 
mons were thoroughly inclined to make 
under Richard IL and Henry IV. Thus 
the reduction of the spiritual lords by 
the dissolution of monastertes was indis- 
pensably required to bring the eccle- 
idastical order iuto due subjection to the 
stftte. 

^ Pedinps it can hardly be said that 


the king’s prerogative compelled the 
party summoned, not being a tenant by 
barony, to take his seat But though 
several spiritual persons appear to have 
been discharged from attendance on ac- 
count of their holding nothing by barony, 
as has been justly observed, yet there is, 
I believe, no instance of any layman’s 
making such an application. The terms 
of the ancient writ of summons, however 
in fide et hmagio quibus nobis tenemini, 
afford a presumption that a fendal tenure 
was, in construction of law, the basis of 
eve'y lord’s attendance in parliamei't. 
This form was not finally changed to the 
present, in fide etZ/ 5 reo«ri*<i tillthc*461h < < 
Edw. XII. Prynne’s first Eegisier, p. 
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They even sat after the death of their wives, as tenants 
by the courtesy Again, as lands, though not the subject 
of frequent transfer, were, especially before the statute d© 
donis, not inalienable, we cannot positively assume that 
all the right heirs of original barons had preserved those 
©states upon which their barony had depended.® If we 
judge, however, by the lists of those summoned, accord- 
ing to the best means in our power, it will appear, accord- 
ing at least to one of our most learned investigators of 
Ibis subject, that the regular barons by tenure were all 
along very far more numerous than those called by writ ; 
and that from the end of Edward III.'s reign no spiritual 
persons, and few if any laymen, except peers created by 
patent, were summoned to parliament who did not hold 
territorial baronies.^ 

With respect to those who were indebted for their seats 
amoijg the lords to the king’s writ, there are two material 
questions : whether they acquired an hereditaiy nobility 
by virtue of the writ ; and, this be determin ed against 
them, whether they had a decisive or merely a delibera- 
tive voice in the house. Now, for the first question, it 
seems that, if the writ of summons conferred an estate of 
inheritance, it must have done so either by virtue of its 
terms or by established construction and precedent. But 
the writ contains no words by which such an estate can 
in law be limited ; it summons the person addressed to 
attend in parliament in order to give his advice on the 
public business, but by no means implies that his ad\dc© 
will be required of his heirs, or even of himself on any 
other occasion. The strongest expression is “ vobiscuni 
et cceteris prgelatis, magnatibus et proceribus,” wMch 
appears to place the party on a sort of level with the 
peers. But the words magnates and prooeres are used 
very largely in ancient language, and, down to the time 
of Edward III., comprehend the king’s ordinary council, 

“ Collins’s Proceedings on Claims of «itailed 1^ the owners on thtir hei» 
Baronies, p. 24 and 73. male, the heirs general have been ex- 

® Prynne speaks of *' the alienation duded from inheriting the dignity. 

■of baronies by sale, gift, or marriage, P Prynne’s first R^ter, p. 237, Thli 
after which the new purchasers were must be understood to mean that no new 
aommoned instead,” as if it frequently families werd summoned; for the de- 
happened. First Register, p. 239. And scendants of some who are not supposed 
eoveial instances are mentioned in the to have held land-haronies may oou- 
Borgavenny case (Collins’s Proceedings stantly he found in later lists. rWjta 
p* ^ere, Und-lt Monies having been IX .3 
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as well as Ms barons, Nor can tbese, at any rate, be 
oonstmed to pass an inheritance, wMcL in the grant of a 
private person, much more of a king, would require 
express words of limitation. In a single instance, the 
writ of summons to Sir Henry de Bromflete (27 H. YI.)» 
we find these remarkable words : Yolumus enim vos et 
haeredes vestros masculos de corpore vestro legitime 
exeuntes barones de Yesoy existere. But this Sir Henry 
de Bromflete was the lineal heir of the ancient barony de 
Yesci.*’ And if it were true that the writ of summons 
conveyed a barony of itself, there seems no occasion to 
have introduced ihese extraordinary words of creation or 
revival. Indeed there is less necessity to urge these 
arguments from the nature of the writ, because the 
modem doctrine, which is entirely opposite to what has 
here been suggested, asserts that no one is ennobled by 
the mere siimmons unless he has rendered it operative by 
t aking his seat in parliament ; distinguishing it in this 
from a patent of peerage, which requires no act of the 
party for its completion.*’ But tMs distinction could be 
supported by nothing except long usage. If, however, 
we recur to the practice of former times, we shall find 
that no less than ninety-eight laymen were summoned 
once only to parliament, none of their names occurring 
afterwards; and fifty others two, three, or four times. 
Some were constantly summoned during their lives, none 
of whose posterity ever attained that honour.® The 
course of proceeding, therefore, previous to the accession 
of Henry YIL, by no means warrants the doctrine which 
was held in the latter end of Elizabeth’s reign,* and has 
since been too fully established by repeated precedents 
to be shaken by any reasoning. The foregoing observa- 

West’s Inquiry. Prynne, who takes synge, who strennously contends against 
rather lower gronnd than West, and was the writ of summons conferring an here- 
not aware of Sir Henry de Bromflete’s ditary nobility, is of' opinion that the 
descent, admits that a writ of summons party summoned was never omitted in 
to any one, naming him haron, or domi* subsequent parliaments, and conse> 
nus, as Baroni de Greystoke, domino de quently was a peer for life. p. 43. But 
Pumival, did ^ve an inheritable peer- more regard is due to P^rnne’s later in- 
age ; not so a writ generally worded, quiries. 

naming the party knight or esquire, un- t Case of Willoughby, Collins, p. 8 
less he held by barony. • of Dacres, p. 41 ; of Abergavenny p. 119' 

' Lord Abergavenny’s case, 13 Coke's But see the case of Grey de Ruthin^ 
Reports; and Collins’s Prockdings on p. 222 and 230, where the contrary 
Claims of Baronies by Writ, p. 61. position is stated by Selden upon better 

* Panne's first Re^pster, p. 232. El- grounds. 
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tions relate to the more ancient history of our constitntion» 
and to the plain matter of fact as to those times, withont 
considtrring what political cause there might be to pre- 
vent the crown from introducing occasional counsellorfe 
into the house of lords.® 

It is manifest by many passages in these records that 
bannerets were frequently summoned to the 
upper house of parliament, constituting a dis- 
tinct class inferior to barons, though generally 
named together, and ultimately confounded, 
with them.* Barons are ^stinguished by the appellation 
of Sire, bannerets have only that of Monsieur, as le Sire 
de Berkeley, le Sire de Fitzwalter, Monsieur Bichard 
Scrop, Monsieur Eichard Stafford. In the 7th of Eicliard 
II. Thomas Oamoys having been elected knight of 
the shire for Surrey, the kmg addresses a writ to the 
sheriff, directing him to proceed to a new election, cum 
hujusmodi banneretti ante haec tempora in milites oomi- 
tatus ratione alicujus parliamenti eligi minime consue- 
verunt. Oamoys was summoned by writ to the same 
parliament. It has been inferred from hence by Selden 
that he was a baron, and that the word banneret is merely 
synonymous.^ But this is contradicted by too many 
passages. Bannerets had so far been considered as com- 
moners some years before that they could not be chal- 
lenged on juries.* But they seem to have been more 
highly estimated at the date of this writ. 

^ It seems to have 1)6611 admitted 1)7 teriiyhave sat in parliament as peers.* 
Lord Redesdale, in the case of the barony p. 283. 

of L’lsle^ that a writ of summons, with * Rot Part voL ii. p. 147, 309 ; voL ill 
sufficient proof of having sat by virtue p. 100, 386, 424 ; voL p. 374. Bymer, 
of it in the house of lords, did in ikct t vii. p. 161. 

create an hereditary peerage from the ^ Selden’s Works voL lii. p. 764. 
fifth year of Richard IL, though he re- Selden’s opinion that bannerets in the 
sisted this with respect to claimants who lords’ house were the same as barons 
could only deduce their pedigree ftom may seem to call on me for some con- 
an ancestor summoned by one of the traiy authorities, in order to support my 
three Edwards. Nicolas’s Case of Barony own assertion, besides the passages above 
of L’Isle, p. 200. The theory, therefore, quoted from the rolls, of which he would 
of West, which denies peerage by writ naturally be supposed a more competent 
even to those summoned in several later judge, I refer therefore to Spelman’a 
leigns, must be taken with limitation. Glossary, p. 74; Whitelocke on Par- 
“ I am informed,” it is said by Mr. Hart, liamentary Writ, voL i. p. 313 ; 
v^guendo, “that every person whose Bilge’s Method of holding 
asms appears in the writ of summons meuts, p. 65. 

of 5 me. IL waa again summoned to * Puis un fut chaleng^ puree qu il ftit 
lie following parliament, and their pos- a banniere, et non allocatur ; car o’il sol^ 
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The distmction, ho'wever, between barons and ban- 
nerets died away by degrees. In the 2nd of Heniy YI." 
Scrop of Bolton is called le Sire de Scrop ; a proof that 
he was then reckoned among the barons. The bannerets 
do not often appear afterwards by that appellation as 
members of the upper house. Bannerets, or, as they are 
called, banrents, are enumerated among the orders of 
Scottish nobility in the year 1428, when the statute 
directing the common lairds or tenants in capite to send 
lepresentatives was enacted; and a modem historian 
justly calls them an intermediate order between the peers 
and lairds.^ Perhaps a consideration of these facts, 
which have frequently been overlooked, may tend in 
some measure to explain the occasional discontinuance, 
or sometimes the entire cessation, of writs of summons to 
an individual or his descendants ; since we may conceive 
that bannerets, being of a digni^ much inferior to that 
of barons, had no such inheritable nobility in their blood 
as rendered their parliamentary privileges a matter of 
right. But whether all those who -without any baronial 
tenure received their -writs of summons to parliament 
belonged to the order of bannerets I cannot pretend to 
affirm ; though some passages in the rolls might rather 
lead to such a supposition.® 

The second question relates to the right of suJB&rage 
possessed by these temporary members of the upper 
house. It might seem plausible certainly to conceive 
that the real and ancient aristocracy would not permit 
their powers to be impaired by numbering the votes of 
such as the king might please to send among them, how- 
ever they might allo-w them to assist in their debates. 
But I am much more inclined to suppose that they were 

« banniere, et ne tient pas par baxonie, n does not follo'vv that banneret was then 
sera en I’a^e. Year-book 22 Edw. IIL considered as a name of dignity dfs- 
fol. 18 a. apnd West’s Inqnlry, p. 22. tinct from that bonourable koi^thood 
Sot ParL voL iv. p. 20L nnder the king’s banner in the field ot 

b Pinkerton’s Host of Scotland, voL i. battle, to whidi precedence of all other 
p. 357 and 365. knights was attribated.” 342. But 

^ The lords* committee do not like, did the committee really believe that all 
apparently, to admit that bannerets were the bannerets of whom we read in the 
snmmoned to ths house of lords as a rdgns of Blchard II. and afterwards 
distinct class of peers. Mt is oheerv- had been knighted at Cre<y and Pbio- 
able,** they say, <‘that this statute ^ tiers? The name is only found in pax^ 
lUa n. a 4) spears of bannerets as w^ Uamentary proceedings during oampa< 
as of dukes, earls, and barons, as persons ratlTely pacific timea. 
bound to attend the porliament; but IS 
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in all respects on an equality with other peers during 
their actual attendance in parliament. For, — 1. They 
are summoned hy the same writ as the rest, and their 
names are confused among them in the lists ; whereas the 
judges and ordinary counsellors are called by a separate 
writ, Tobiscum et caeteris de consilio nostro, and their 
names are entered after those of the peers.*^ 2. Some, 
who do not appear to have held land-baronies, were con- 
stantly summoned from father to son, and thus became 
hereditary lords of parliament through a sort of prescrip- 
tive right, which probably was the foundation of extend- 
ing the same privilege afterwards to the descendants of 
all who had once been summoned. There is no evidence 
that the family of Scrope, for example, which was emi- 
nent under Edward III. and subsequent kings, and gave 
rise to two branches, the lords of Bolton and Masham, 
inherited any territorial honour.® 3. It is very difficult to 
obtain any direct proof as to the right of voting, because 
the rolls of parliament do not take notice of any debates ; 
but there happens to exist one remarkable passage in 
which the suffrages of the lords are individually speci- 
fied. In the first parliament of Henry TV. they were 
requested by the earl of Northumberland to declare what 
should be done with the late king Eichard. The lords 


d West, whose business it was to re- 
present the barons by writ as mere as- 
sistants without sufirage, cites the writ 
to them rather disingenuously, as if it 
ran vobiscum et cum prelatis, magnatibus 
ac proceribus, omitting the important 
word cseteris. p. 35. Prynne, however, 
from whom West has borrowed a great 
part of his arguments, does not seem to 
go the length of denying the right of 
sufi&age to persons so summoned. First 
Register, p. 23t. 

® These descended from two persons, 
each named Geoffrey le Scrope, chief 
justices of K.B. and C.B. at the begin- 
ning of Edward HL’s reign. The naTriA 
of one of them is once found among the 
barons, but I presume this to have been 
an accident, or mistake in the roll; as 
he is fre<j,uently mentioned afterwards 
among the judges. Scrope, chief justice 
c2 K3., was made a bcmneret in 14 E. IIL 
He was the fether of Henry Scrope of 
Masham, a considerable person in Ed- 


ward m. and Richard IL's government, 
whose grandson. Lord Scrope of Madiam, 
was beheaded for a conspiracy against 
Henry V. There was a family of Scrupe 
as old as the reign of Heniy IL ; hut it 
is not clear, notwithstanding Dugdale’s 
assertion, that the Scropes descended from 
them, or at least that they held the same 
lands: nor were the Scrupes barons, as 
appears by their paying a relief of only 
sixty marks for three kni^ts’ fees. Bu^ 
dale’s Baronage, p. 654. 

The want of consistency in old records 
throvre much additional difficulty over 
this intricate subject. Thus Scrope of 
Masham, though certainly a baron, and 
tried next year by the peers, is called 
chevalier in an Instrument of 3 H. V. 
Rymer, t ix. p. 13. So in the indict- 
ment against Sir John Oldcastle he is con- 
stantly styled knight, thou^ he had been 
summoned several times as lord Cob- 
ham, in right of his wife, who inheritaj 
that barony. Rot Pari. vol. iv. p. lot 
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then present agreed that he should he detained in safe 
custody ; and on account of the importance of this matter 
it seems to have been thought necessary to enter their 
names upon the roll in these words : — The names of the 
lords concurring in their answer to the said question here 
follow ; to wit, the archbishop of Canterbury and four- 
teen other bishops ; seven abbots ; the prince of Wales, 
the duke of York, and six earls ; nineteen barons, styled 
thus — le Sire de Eccs, or le Sire de Grey de Euthyn. 
Thus far the entry has nothing singular ; but then follow 
these nine names: Monsieur Henry Percy, Monsieur 
Eichard Scrop, le Sire Fitz-hugh, le Sire de Bergeveny, 
le Sire de Lomley, le Baron de Greystock, le Baron de 
Hilton, Monsieur Thomas Erpyngham, chamberlayn, 
Monsieur Mayhewe Goumay. Of these nine five were 
undoubtedly barons, from whatever cause misplaced in 
order. Scrop was summoned by writ ; but his title of 
Monsieur, by which he is invariably denomiaated, would 
of itself create a strong suspicion that he was no baron, 
and in another place we find him reckoned among the 
bannerets. The other three do not appear to have been 
summoned, their writs probably being lost. One of them. 
Sir Thomas Erp^mgham, a statesman well known in the 
history of those times, is said to liave been a baimeret;* 
certainly he was not a baron. It is not unlikely that the 
two others, Henry Percy (Hotspur) and Goumay, an 
officer of the household, were also bannerets ; they can- 
not at least be supposed to be barons, neither were they 
ever summoned to any subsequent parliament. Yet in 
the only record we possess of votes actually given in the 
house of lords they appear to have been reckoned among 
the rest.® 

The next method of conferring an honour of peerage 
was by creation in parliament. This was Qy^^tionof 
adopted by Edward III. in several instances, peers by 
though always, I believe, for the higher titles 
of duke or earl. It is laid down by lawyers that what- 
ever the king is said in an ancient record to have done 
in full parliament must be taken to have proceeded 
from the whole legislature. As a question of fact, in- 
deed, it might be doubted whether, in many proceedings 

f Blomefield’s Hist, of Norfolk, voL IXL |>. 646 (foUo edit). 
e Rot. PatL vol. lit p. 427. 
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where this expression is nsed, and especially in the 
creation of peers, the assent of the commons was specific- 
ally and deliberately given. It seems hardly consonant 
to the oircnmstances of their order nnder Edward III. 
to suppose their sanction necessary in what seemed so 
little to concern their interest. Yet there is an instance 
in the fortieth year of that prince where the lords indi- 
vidually, and the commons with one voice, are declared 
to have consented, at the king’s request, that the lord 
de Couoy, who had married his daughter, and was 
already possessed of estates in England, might be raised 
to the dimity of an earl, whenever the king should de- 
termine what earldom he would confer upon him.^' 
Under Eiehard 11. the marquisate of Dublin is granted 
to Yere by full consent of all the estates. But this instru- 
ment, besides the unusual name of dignity, contained an 
extensive jurisdiction and authority over Ireland.' In 
the same reign Lancaster was made duke of Gidenne, 
and the duke of York’s son created earl of Eutland, to 
hold during his father’s life. The consent of the lords 
and commons is expressed in their patents, and they are 
entered upon the roll of parliament.*' Henry Y. created 
his brothers dukes of Be^ord and Gloucester by request 
of the lords and commons.*® But the patent of Sir John 
Cornwall, in the tenth of Henry YI., declares him to be 
made lord Eanhope, “ by consent of the lords, in the 
presence of the three estates of parliament;” as if it 
were designed to show that the commons had not a 
legislative voice in the creation of peers.® 

The mention I have made of creating peers by act of 
And by parliament has partly anticipated the modem 
patent, form of letters patent, with which the other 
was nearly allied. The first instance of a barony con- 
ferred by patent was in the tenth year of Eiehard II., 
when Sir John Holt, a judge of the Common Pleas, was 
created lord Beauchamp of Kidderminster. Holt’s 
patent, however, passed while Eiehard was endeavour- 
ing to act in an arbitrary manner ; and in fact he never 
sat in parliament, having been attainted in that of the 
next year by the name of Sir John* Holt. In a number 
of subsequent patents down to the reign of Henry YIl, 

k Rot Part toL ft p. 290. » voL iii. p. 209. k Id. p. 263, 264. 

“ vol. Iv. p. 17. ® Id. !>. 401. 
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the assent of parliament is expressed, though it fire- 
qnently happens that no mention of it occurs in the 
parliamentary roll. And in some instances the roll 
speaks to the consent of parliament where the patent 
itself is silent.® 

It is now perhaps scarcely known by many persons 
not unversed in the constitution of their conn- 
tiy, that, besides the bishops and baronial ab- S^ned 
bots, the inferior clergy were regularly sum- to attend 
moned at eveiy parliament. In the writ of 
summons to a bishop he is still directed to cause the 
dean of his cathedral church, the archdeacon of his dio- 
cese, with one proctor from the chapter of the former, 
and two from the body of his clergy, to attend with hiTYi 
at the place of meeting. This might, by an inobservant 
reader, be confounded with the summons to the convo- 
cation, which is composed of the same constituent parts, 
and, by modem usage, is made to assemble on the same 
day. But it may easily be distinguished by this differ- 
ence — that the convocation is provincial, and summoned 
by the metropolitans of Canterbury and York ; whereas 
^e clause commonly denominated praemunientes (from 
its first word) in the writ to each bishop proceeds from 
the crown, and enjoins the attendance of the clergy at 
the national councd of parliament.^ 

The first unequivocal instance of representatives 
appearing for the lower clergy is in the year 1255, 
when they are expressly named by the author of the 
Annals of Burton.** They preceded, therefore, by a 
few years the house of commons ; but the introduction 
of each was founded upon the same principle. The 

® Westfs Inqniry, p. 65. This writer p. 12. Dissertatio de antique et mo- 
does not allow that the king possessed dem& Synodi An^cani Constitntione, 
the prerogative of creating new peera prefixed to Wilkins’s Concilia. 1 1. 
without consent of parliament. But *1 2 Gale, Sciiptores Ber. Anglic, t. ii. 
Prynne (1st Reg^ter, p. 225), who ge- p.355; Hody,p.345. Atterhury (Ri^ts 
nerally adopts the same theory of peerage of Convocations, p. 296, 315) endeavours 
as West, strongly asserts the contrary ; to dhow that the clergy had been repre- 
and the party views of the latter’s trea- sented in parliament from the Conquest 
tise, which I mentioned above, shonld be as well as before it. Many of the pas- 
kept in si^t. It was his otject to prove sages he quotes are very inconclusive ; 
that the pending bill to limit the num- out possibly there may be some wcignt 
bers of t^ peerage was conformable tc in one from Matthew Paris, ad arm. 1247 
Ihe ordinal constitution. and two or three writs ol the leign ot 

Hody*B History of Convocations, Henry m. ^ 

k2 
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king required the clergy’s money, but dared not take it 
without their consent/ In the double parliament, if so 
we may call it, summoned in the eleventh of Edward I. 
to meet at Northampton and York, and divided accord- 
ing to the two ecclesiastical provinces, the proctors of 
chapters for each province, but not those of the diocesan 
clergy, were summoned through a royal writ addressed 
to the archbishops. Upon account of the absence of any 
deputies from the lower clergy these assemblies refused 
to grant a subsidy. The proctors of both descriptions 
appear to have been summoned by the prsemunientes 
clause in the 22nd, 23rd, 24th, 28th, and 35th years of 
the same king; but in some other parliaments of his 
reign the prsemunientes clause is omitted.® The same 
irregularity continued under his successor ; and the 
oonstant usage of inserting this clause in the bishop’s 
writ is dated from the twenty-eighth of Edward III/ 

It is highly probable that Edward I., whose legisla- 
tive nind was engaged in modelling the constitution on 
a comprehensive scheme, designed to render the clergy 
an effective branch of parliament, however their conti- 
nual resistance may have defeated the accomplishment 
•of this intention." We find an entry upon the roll of 
his parKament at Carlisle, containing a list of all the 
proctors deputed to it by the several dioceses of the 
kingdom. This may be reckoned a clear proof of their 
parHamentary attendance during his reign under the 
prsemunientes clause ; since the province of Canterbury 
could not have been present in convocation at a city 
beyond its limits.* And indeed, if we were to found our 
judgment merely on the language used in these writs, it 
would be hard to resist a very strange paradox, that the 
clergy were not only one of the three estates of the 
realm, but as essential a member of the legislature by 
their representatives as the commons.^ They are sum- 


Hody, p, 381 ; Atterbury’s Rights of ation, petitioned that, " according to the 
Convocations, p. 221. tenor of the king’s -VTiit, and the ancient 

* Hody, p. 386 ; Atterbury, p. 222. customs of the realm, they mij^t have 

t Hody, p. 391. room and place and he associated vrith 

“ Gilhert’s Hist of Exchequer, p. 47. the commofis in the nether house of this 

* Rot ParL voL L p. 189 ; Atterbniy, present parliament, as members of the 

P* commonwealth and the kin^s most hum* 

"f The lower house of convocation, in hie subjects.” Burnet’s Hist of Re^ 
1547 ^terrified at the progress of reform- formation, vot it; Appendix. No. IT 
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inoned in the earliest year extant (23 E. I.) ad tractan- 
dum, ordinandum et iaciendum nohiscum, et cnm cae- 
teris praelatis, proceribus, ac aliis incolis regni nostri ; 
in that of the next year, ad ordinandum de qnantitate et 
modo snbsidii ; in that of the twenty-eighth, ad facien- 
dum et consentiendum his, quae tunc de communi con- 
silio ordinari contigerit. In later times it ran sometimes 
ad faciendum et consentiendum, sometimes only ad con- 
sentiendum; which, from the fifth of Eichard 11., has 
been the term invariably adopted.* Now, as it is usual 
to inter from the same words, when introduced into the 
writs for election of the commons, that they possessed 
an enacting power, implied in the words ad faciendum, 
or at least to deduce the necessity of their assent from 
the words ad consentiendum, it should seem to follow 
that the clergy were invested, as a branch of the parlia- 
ment, with rights no less extensive. It is to be consi- 
dered how we can reconcile these apparent attributes of 
political power with the ■unquestionable facts that 
almost all laws, even while they continued to attend^ 
were passed without their concurrence, and that, after 
some time, they ceased altogether to comply -witii the 
writ.*" 

The solution of this difficulty can only be found in 
that estrangement from the common law and the tem- 
poral courts which the clergy throughout Europe were 
disposed to effect. In this country their ambition de- 
feated its own ends; and while they endeavoured by 
privileges and imm-unities to separate themselves from 
the people, they did not perceive that the line of de- 
marcation -thus strongly traced would cut them off from 
the sympathy of common interests. Everything which 
they could c^ of ecclesiastical cognkance was drawn 
into their own courts ; while the administration of what 

This assertion that the clergy had ever shop’s writ of sonomons was so far re- 
been associated as one body with the garded down to the Reformation, that 
commons is not home cat by anything proctors were elected, and their names 
that appears on onr records, and is con- returned upon the writ ; thou^ the 
tradicted by many passages. But it is clergy never attended from the beghming 
said that the clergy were actually so of the fifteenth century, and gave their 
united with the commons in the Iri^ money only in convocation, ^ce the 
parliament till the Reformation. Gil- Reformation the clanse has been pre- 
oert’sHlst ofthe JBxcheq.ner,p. 67. served for form merely in the writ 

* Hody, p. 392. Wilkins, Dissertatio, ubi capra. 

^ The prsemunientes clause in a In- 
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they conteinned as a harharous system, the temporal law 
of the land, fell into the hands of lay judges. But 
these were men not less subtle, not less ambitious, not 
less attached to their profession than themselves ; and 
wielding, as they did in the courts of Westminster, the 
delegated sceptre of judicial sovereignty, they soon 
began to control the spiritual jurisdiction, and to esta^ 
blish the inherent supremacy of the common law. From 
this time an inveterate animosity subsisted between the 
two courts, the vestiges of which have only been effaced 
by the liberal wisdom of modem ages. The general 
love of the common law, however, wiih. the great weight 
of its professors in the kiug’s council and in parliament, 
kept the clergy in surprising subjection. None of our 
kings after Henry III. were bigots ; and the constant 
tone of the commons serves to show that the English 
nation was thoroughly averse to ecclesiastical influence, 
whether of their own church or the see of Eome. 

It was natural, therefore, to withstand the interference 
of the clergy summoned to parliament in legislation, aa 
much as that of the spiritual court in temporal jurisdic- 
tion. With the ordinary subjects, indeed, of legislation 
they had little concern. The oppressions of the king^s 
purveyors, or esoheators, or officers of the forests, tiie 
abuses or defects of the common law, the regulations 
necessary for trading towns and seaports, were matters 
that touched them not, and to which their consent was 
never required. And, as they well knew there was no 
design in summoning their attendance but to obtain 
money, it was with great reluctance that they obeyed 
the royal writ, which was generally obliged to be en- 
forced by an archiepiscopal mandate.^ Thus, instead of 
an assembly of deputies from an estate of the realm, 
they became a synod or convocation. And it seems 
probable that in most, if not all, instances where the 
clergy are^ said in the roll of parliament to have pre- 
sented their petitions, or are oflierwise mentioned as a 
deUberatire body, we should suppose the convocation 

Hody, p. 396, 403, &c. In 1314 the that the clergy had not been 

clergy protest even against the recital of accustomed, nor ou^t by ri^t, to b« 
the king^s writ to the archbishop direct- convoked by the king*s authority Atter' 
ing him to summon the clergy of his pro- bury, p, 230. 

Tinoe ^ bis letters mandatory, doclarii^ 
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alone of the province of Canterhury to be intended.* 
For that of York seems to have been always considered 
as inferior, and even ancillary, to the greater province, 
voting subsidies, and even assenting to canons, without 
deliberation, in compliance with the example of Canter- 
bury the convocation of which province consequently 
assumed the importance of a national council. But in 
either point of view the proceedings of this ecclesiastical 
assembly, collateral in a certain sense to parliament, 
yet very intimately connected with it, whether sitting 
by virtue of the praemunientes clause or otherwise, de- 
serve some notice in a constitutional history. 

In the sixth year of Edward III. the proctors of the 
clergy are specially mentioned as present at the speech 
pronounced by the king’s commissioner, and retired, 
along with the prelates, to consult together upon the 
business submitted to their deliberation. They proposed 
accordingly a sentence of excommunication against dis- 
turbers of the peace, which was assented to by the lords 
and commons. The clergy are said afterwards to have 
had leave, as well as the knights, citizens, and burgesses, 
to return to their homes ; the prelates and peers con- 
tinuing with the king.® This appeaiance of ■&Le clergy 
in full parliament is not, perhaps, so decisively proved 
by any later record. But in the eighteenth of the same 
reign several petitions of the clergy are granted by the 
Iri-ng ; and Ms council, entered on Sb.e roll of parliament, 
and even the statute roll, and in some respects are still 
part of our law.^ To these it seems highly probable that 
the commons gave no assent ; and they may be reckoned 
among the other infringements of their legislative rights. 
It is remarkable that in the same parliament the com- 
mons, as if apprehensive of what was in preparation, 
besought the king lhat no petition of the clergy might 


® Hody, p. 425. Atterbury, p. 42, 233. 
The latter seems to think that the cler^ 
of both provinces never actually met in a 
national council or house of parliament, 
^n«^Ar the pisemxmientes writ, after the 
reign of Edward IT., thou^ the proctors 
were duly returned. But fiody does not 
go quite so far, and Atterbury had a par- 
ticular motive to enhance the influence 
>f the convocation of Canterbury 


d Atterbury, p. 46. 

® Eot ParL voL iL p. 64, 66. 
f 18 E. m. stat 3. Bot ParL voL li 
p. 151. This is the parliament in which 
it is very douhtftil whether any deputies 
from cities and boroughs hod a place. 
The pretended statutes were therefore 
every way null ; being falsely imputed 
to an incomplete parliament 
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be granted till lie and Ms council sbould have consi- 
dered whether it would turn to the prejudice of the 
lords or commons.® 

A series of petitions from the clergy, in the twenty- 
fifth of Edward HI., had not probably any real assent 
of the commons, though it is once mentioned in the 
enacting words, when Siey were drawn into a statute.^ 
Indeed the petitions correspond so little with the general 
sentiment of hostility towards ecclesiastical privileges 
manifested by the lower house of parliament, that they 
would not easily have obtained its acquiescence. The 
convocation of the province of Canterbury presented 
several petitions in the fiftieth year of the same king, 
to which they received an assenting answer ; but they 
are not found in the statute-book. This, however, 
produced the following remonstrance from the commons 
at the next parliament : Also the commons beseech 
their lord the king, that no statute nor ordinance be 
made at the petition of the clergy, unless by assent of 
your commons ; and that your commons be not boxmd 
by any constitutions which they make for their own 
profit without the commons’ assent. Eor they will 
not be bound by any of your statutes or ordinances 
made without their assent.” * The king evaded a direct 
answer to this petition. But the province of Canter- 
bury did not the less present their own grievances to 
the king in that parliament, and two among the 
- statutes of the year seem to be founded upon no other 
authority.^ 

In the first session of Eichard II. the prelates and 
clergy of both provinces arc said to have presented their 
schedule of petitions which appear upon the roll, and 
three of which are the foundation of statutes unassented 
to in all probability by the commons." If the clergy of 
both provinces were actually present, as is here asserted, 
it must of course have been as a house of parliament, 
and not of convocation. It rather seems, so far as we 

8 Rot Part. voL ii p. 151. “ Rot Pari. voL iii. p. 25. A nostre 

a 25 K m. stat 3. tres excellent seigneur le roy snpplient 

1 p. 368. The word^^isambignons; humblement ses devotes oratonrs, les 
Whitelocke(onParliamentaiy Writ, voi. prelats et la*cleigie de la province de 
li. p. 346) interprets it of the commons ; Canterbirs ctd’Everwyk. Stat. i Bichani 
£ Aould rather suppose it to mean the IL a 13, 14, 16. But see Body, p. 425{ 
clergy. k 50 E. III. c. 4 6 5. Atterbury, p. 329. 
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can trust to the phraseology of records, that the clergy 
sat also in a national assembly under the king’s writ in 
the second year of the same king.“ Upon other occasions 
during the same reign, where the representatives of the 
clergy are alluded to as a deliberative body, sitting at 
the same time with the parliament, it is impossible to 
ascertain its constitution ; and, indeed, even from those 
already cited we cannot draw any positive inference."* 
But whether in convocation or in parliament, they 
certainly formed a legislative council in ecclesiastical 
matters by the advice and consent of which alone, without 
that of the commons (I can say nothing as to the lords), 
Edward III. and even Eichard II. enacted laws to bind 
the laity. I have mentioned in a different place a still 
more conspicuous instance of this assumed prerogative ; 
namely, -ihe memorable statute against heresy in the 
second of Hemy IV. ; which can hardly be deemed any- 
thing else than an infringement of the rights of parlia- 
ment, more clearly established at that time than at the 
accession of Eichard 11. Petitions of the commons 
relative to spiritual matters, however frequently pro- 
posed, in few or no instances obtained the king’s assent 


“ Rot. Pari. voL iiL p. 37. 

® It mi^t be ai^ed, from a passage 
in the parliament-roll of 21 B. n., that 
the clergy of both provinces were not 
only present, but that they were ac- 
counted an essential part of parliament 
in temporal matters, which is contrary to 
the whole tenor of our laws. The com- 
mons are there said to have prayed that, 
♦ whereas many judgments and ordi- 
nances formerly made in parliament had 
been annulled hemuse th£ estate of dergy 
had not lee/npresmt thereat, the prelates 
and clergy might malce a proxy with 
sufficient power to consent in their name 
to all things done in this parliamait.’* 
Whereupon the spiritual lords agreed to 
intrust their powers to Sir Thomas Percy, 
and gave him a procuration commencing 
in the following words: “Nos Thomas 
Cautuar* et Robertas Ebor* archiepiscopi, 
ac prsBlati d dents utriusgpeprovincUe 
Cariiuxi^etMor^jvreecdesi^^ 
rum et temporaZium eanmdem habentes 
jus interessendi in singulis parliomentis 
<!omini nostri r^ et regni Anglispi pro 


tempore celebraudis, necnon tractandi et 
expediendi in eisdem quantum ad singula 
in instanti parliamento pro statu et 
honore domini nostri regie, necnon re- 
galise suse, ac quiete, pace, et tranquilli 
tate regni judicialiter justfficandis, vene- 
rabili viro domino Thomse de Percy 
militi, nostram plenarie committimus 
potestatem.” It may be perceived by 
these expressions, and more unequivo- 
cally by the nature of the case, that it 
was the judicial power of parliament 
which the spiritual lords delated to 
their proxy. Many impeachments for 
capital offences were coming on, at which, 
by their canons, the bishops could not 
assist But it can never be conceived 
that the inferior dergy had any diare in> 
this high judicature. And, upon looking 
attentively at the words above printed in 
italics, it will be evident that the i^ixitaal 
lords holding by barony are the only 
pCTSons designated; whatever may have 
been meant by the singular phrase, as 
applied to them, deros utriusqne pro 
vinciaB. Rot ParL vd. iii. p. 348 
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SO as to pass into statutes, unless appro^pd by the 
convocation.^ But, on the other hand, scarcely an} 
temporal laws appear to have passed by the ooncuiTenco 
of the clergy. Two instances only, so far as I know, 
are on record ; the parliament held in the eleventh of 
Richard II. is annulled by that in the twenly-flrst of 
his reign, “ wdth the assent of the lords spiritual and 
temporal, and the pr'octors of the clergy^ and the com- 
mons and the statute entailing the crown on the 
children of Henry IV. is said to be enacted on the peti- 
tion of the prelates, nobles, clergy, and commons.*’ Both 
these were stronger exertions of legislative authority 
than ordinary acts of parliament, and were very likely 
to be questioned in succeeding times. 

The supreme judicature, which had been exercised by 
Jurisdiction king’s court, was diverted, about the reign of 
of the idng^s J ohu, into three channels ; the tribunals of ELing’s 
council. Bench, Common Pleas, and the Exchequer," 
These became the regular fountains of justice, which 
soon almost absorbed Qie provincial jurisdictions of the 
sheriff and lord of manor. But the original institution, 
having been designed for ends of state, police, ^ and 
revenue. Ml as much as for the determination of private 
suits, still preserved the most eminent parts of its 
authority. For the king’s ordinary or privy council, 
which is the usual style from the reign of Edward I., 
seems to have been no other than the king’s court 
(curia regis) of older times, being composed of the same 
persons, and having, in a principal degree, the same 
subjects of deliberation. It consisted of the chief 
ministers; as the chancellor, treasurer, lord steward, 
lord admiral, lord marshal, the keeper of the piivy seal, 
the chamberlain, treasurer, and comptroller of the 
household, the chancellor of the exchequer, the master 
of the wardrobe ; and of the judges, king’s seijeant, and 
attorney-general, the master of the rolls, and justices in 
eyre, who at that time were not the same as tiie judges 

P Atterbury, p, 346. » The ensuing sketch of the Jurisdic- 

21 R. n. c. 12 Burnet's Hist of tioD eierdsed by the king’s council has 
Reformation (roL IL p. 47) led me to been chiefl/ derived firom Sir Matthew 
this act, which I had overlooked. Hale’s Treatise of the Jurisdiction of the 

* Rot. ParL voL liL p. 582. Atterhuiy, Lords' House in Parliament, published 
P* <1. by Mr. Hargrave. 
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at Westminster. When all these were called together, 
it was a full connoil ; hut where the business was of a 
more contracted nature, those only who were fittest to 
advise were summoned ; the chancellor and judges for 
matters of law ; the officers of state for what concerned 
the revenue or household.* 

The business of this council, out of parliament, may 
be reduced to two heads; its deliberative office as a 
council of advice, and its decisive power of jurisdiction. 
With respect to the first, it obviously comprehended all 
subjects of political deliberation, which were usually 
referred to it by the king: this being in fact the ad- 
ministration or governing council of state, the distinction 
of a cabinet being introduced in comparatively modem 
times. But there were likewise a vast number of peti- 
tions continually presented to the council, upon which 
they proceeded no further than to sort, as it were, and 
forward them by endorsement to the proper courts, or 
advise the suitor what remedy he had to seek. Thus 
some petitions are answered, “ this cannot be done 
without a new law;” some were turned over to the 
regular court, as the chancery or king’s bench ; some of 
greater moment were endorsed to be heard “ before the 
great council;” some, concerning the king’s interest, 
were referred to the chancery, or select persons of the 
council. 

The coercive authority exercised by this standing 
council of the king was far more important. It may be 
divided into acts, legislative and judicial. As for the 
first, many ordinances were made in council ; sometimes 
upon request of the commons in parliament, who felt 
themselves better qualified to state a grievance than a 
remedy; sometimes without any pretence, unless the 
usage of government, in the infancy of our constitution, 

rhe words ** privy council” are said become, therefore, a coxmdl of govem- 
not to be used till after the reign of ment, though always members of the 
Henry VL ; the former style was " ordi- consilium ordinoHum; and, in the former 
nary” or ^'oontinual counciL” But a capacity, began to keep formal records oi 
distinction had always been made, ao thdr proceedings. The acts of this 
cording to the nature of t^e business : council, though, as I have Just said, it 
the great officers of state, or, as we might bore as yet no dlstingaishing name, ar^ 
now say, the ministers, had no , occasion extant from the year 1386, and for seventy 
for the presence of judges or any lawyers years afterwards are known through the 
In the secret councils of the crown. They valuable publication of Sir Harris Nicdaa 
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may be th jught to afford one. These were always of a 
temporary or partial nature, and were considered as re- 
gulations not sufficiently important to demand a new 
statute. Thus, in the second year of Eichard II., the 
council, after hearing read the statute-roll of an act 
recently passed, confirming a criminal jurisdiction in 
certain oases upon justices of the peace, declared that the 
intention of parliament, though not clearly expressed 
therein, had been to extend Ibat jurisdiction to certain 
other cases omitted, which accordmgly they cause to be 
inserted in the commissions made to these justices under 
the great seal.'^ But they frequently so much exceeded 
what the growing spirit of public liberty would permit, 
that it gave rise to complaint in parliament. The com- 
mons petition in 13 E. II. that “ neither the chancellor 
nor the king’s council, after the close of parliament, may 
make any ordinance against the common law, or the 
ancient customs of the land, or the statutes made hereto- 
fore or to be made in this parliament ; but that the com- 
mon law have its course for all the people, and no judg- 
ment be rendered without due legal process.” The king 
answers, “ Let it be done as has been usual heretofore, 
saving the prerogative ; and if any one is aggrieved, let 
him show it specially, and right shall be done him.” 
This unsatisfactory answer proves the arbitrary spirit in 
which Eichard was determined to govern. 

The judicial power of the council was in some instances 
founded upon particular acts of parliament, giving it 
power to hear and determine certain causes. Many 
petitions likewise were referred to it from parliament, 
especially where they were left unanswered by reason of 
a dissolution.^ But, independently of this delegated 
authority, it is cert^ that the king’s council did an- 
ciently exercise, as well out of parliament as in it, a very 
^eat jurisdiction, both in causes criminal and civil. 
Some, however, have contended, that whatever they did 
in this respect was illegal, and an encroachment upon 
the common law and Magna Charta. And be the common 
law what it may, it seems an indisputable violation of the 
charter in its most admirable and essential article, to drag 
men in questions of their freehold or liberty before a 

“ Rot Part toL iii p. Si * Ibid. p. 266. 
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tribunal wbich neither granted them a trial by their 
peers nor always respected the law of the land. Against 
this usurpation the patriots of those times never ceased 
to lift their voices. A statute of the fifth year of Edward 
III. provides that no man shall be attached, nor his 
property seized into the king’s hands, against the form of 
the great charter and the law of the land. In the 
twenty-fifth of the same king it was enacted, that “ none 
shall be taken by petition or suggestion to the king or 
his council, unless it be by indictment or presentment, 
or by writ original at the common law, nor shall be put 
out of his franchise or freehold, unless he be duly put to 
answer, and forejudged of the same by due course of 
law.^’ ^ This was repeated in a short act of the twenly- 
eighth of his reign ; * but both, in all probability, were 
treated with neglect ; for another was passed some years 
afterwards, providing that no man shall be put to answer 
without presentment before justices, or matter of record, 
or by due process and wiit original according to the old 
law of the land. The answer to the petition whereon 
this statute is grounded, in the parliament-roll, expressly 
declares this to be an article of the great charter.* No- 
thing, however, would prevail on the council to surren- 
der so eminent a power, and, though usurped, yet of so 
long a cdntinuance. Cases of arbitrary imprisonment 
frequently occurred, and were remonstrated against by 
the commons. The right of every freeman in that car- 
dinal point was as undubitable, legally speaking, as at 


y 25 E. m. stat. 5, c. 4. Probably 
this fifth statute of the 25th of Edward 
m. is the most extensively beneficial act 
in the whole body of our laws. It esta- 
blished certainty in treasons, regulated 
purveyance, prohibited arbitrary impri- 
sonment and the determination of pleas 
of freehold before the council, took away 
the compulsory finding of men-at-arms 
and other troops, confirmed the reason- 
able aid of the king’s tenants fixed by 3 
E. L, and provided that the king’s pro- 
tection should not hinder civil process or 
execution. 

*= 28 E. m, c. 3. 

* 42 K HL c. 3, and Rot. ParL voL iL 
p. 295. Itis not surprising that the king’s 
toundl should have persisted in these 


transgressions of their lawful authority^ 
when we find a similaT jurisdiction 
usurped by the ofiBcers of inferior persons. 
Complaint is made in the 18th of Richard 
n. that men were compelled to answer 
before the cov/ncH qf divers lords and 
ladies, for their freeholds and other 
matters cognizable at common law, and a 
remedy for this abuse is given by peti- 
tion in chancery, stat. 16 R. IL c. 12, 
This act is confirmed with a penalty on 
its contraveners the next year, 16 R. II. 
c. 2. The private gaols which some lords 
were permitted by law to possess, and 
for which there was always a provi- 
sion in their castles, enabled th3m to 
render this oppressive jurisdiction eflfeo- 
tuaL 
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fTiig day ; but the courts of law were afraid, to exercise 
their remedial functions in defiance of so powerful a 
tribtinal. After the accession of the Lancastnan family, 
these, like other grievances, became rather less frequent • 
but the commons remonstrate several times, even in the 
minority of Hen:^ Yl., against the council’s interference 
in matters cognizable at common law.^ In these later 
times the civil jurisdiction of the council was principally 
exercised in oonjnnction with the chancery, and accord- 
ingly they are generally named together in the complaint. 
The chancellor having the great seal in his custody, the 
coxmcil nsnally borrowed its process from his court. 
This was returnable into chancery even where the busi- 
ness was dependiug before the council. Nor were the 
two jurisdictions less intimately allied in their character, 
each being of an equitable nature ; and equity, as then 
practised, being litlle else than innovation and encroach- 
ment on the course of law. This part, long since the 
most important of the chancellor’s judicial function, 
cannot be traced beyond the time of Eichard II., when, 
the practice of feofiinents to uses having been introduced, 
without any legal remedy to secure &e cestui que use, 
or usufructuary, against his feoffees, the court of chan- 
cery undertook to enforce this species of contract by 
process of its own.® 

Such was the nature of the king’s ordinary council in 
itself, as the organ of his executive sovereignty, and 
such the jurisdiction which it habitually exercised. But 

lb Eot ParL 17 R. IL voL iii. p. 319; trust for their grantors and feoffers 
4 H. IV. p. 607 ; 1 BE. VL voL iv. p. 189 ; alienate or charge the tenements granted, 
3 H. VL p. 292; 8 H. VL p. 343 ; 10 BE. in which case there is no remedy imless 
VL p. 403 ; 15 EC VL p. 501. To one of one is ordered hy ^liament, that the 
these (10 K. VL), •* that none should he king and lords would provide a remedy, 
put to answer for his freehold in parlia- This petition is referred to the king's 
ment, nor before any court or council council to advise of a remedy against the 
where such things are not cognizable by ensuing parliament It may perhaps be 
the law of the land,” the king gave a inferred from hence that the writ of 
denial. As it was less usual to refuse subpoena out of chancery had not yet 
promises of this kind than to foiget been applied to protect the cestui que 
them afterwards, I do not uuderstand the use. But it is equally possible that the 
motive of this. commons, being disinclined to what they 

® Hale's Jurisdiction of Lords' House, would deem an ill^al innovation, were 
p. 46. Coke, 2 Inst. p. 553. The last endeavouring to reduce these fiduciary 
author places this a little later. There estates within the pale of the common 
is a petition of the commons, in the roll law, as was afterwards done by the 
of the 4th of Henry IV. p. 511, that statute of uses. [Nora X.'i 
whereas many grantees and feoffees in 
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it is also to be considered in its relation to the parlia- 
ment, dnring whose session, either singly or in conjunc- 
tion with the lords’ house, it was particularly conspicu- 
ous. The great officers of state, whether peers or not, 
the judges, the king’s seijeant, and attorney-general, 
were, from the earliest times, as the latter still continue 
to be, summoned by special writs to the upper house. 
But while the writ of a peer runs ad tractandum nobis- 
cum et cum cseteris praelatis, magnatibus et proceribus, 
that directed to one of the judges is only ad tiractandum 
nobiscum et cum casteris de consilio nostro ; and the 
seats of the latter are upon the woolsacks at one extremity 
of the house. 

In the reigns of Edward I. and IT. the council appear 
to have been the regular advisers of the king in passing 
laws to which the houses of parliament had assented. 
The preambles of most statutes during this period express 
their concurrence. Thus the statute Westm. I. is said 
to be the act of the king by his council, and by the 
assent of archbishops, bishops, abbots, priors, eails, 
barons, and all the commonalty of the realm being hither 
summoned. The statute of escheators, 29 E, I., is said 
to be agreed by the council, enumerating their names, 
all whom appear to be judges or public officers. Still 
more striking conclusions are to be drawn from the 
petitions addressed to the council by both houses of 
parliament. In the eighth of Edward 11. there are four 
petitions from the commons to the king and his council, 
one from the lords alone, and one in which both appear 
to have joined. Later parliaments of the same reign 
present us with several more instances of the like nature. 
.Thus in 18 E. II. a petition begins, “ To our lord the 
king, and to his council, the archbishops, bishops, pre- 
lates, earls, barons, and others of the commonalty of 
England, show,” 

But from the beginning of Edward III.’s reign it 
seems that the council and the lords’ house in parliament 
were often blended together into one assembly. This was 
denominated the great council, being the lords spiritual 
and temporal, with the king’s ordinary council annexed 
to them, as a council within a council. And even in 


<i Bot Pari. voL i. p. 41$. 
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much, earlier times tlie lords, as htereditary counsellors, 
were, either whenever they thought fit to attend, or on 
special summonses by the king (it is hard to say which), 
assistant members of this council, both for advice and 
for jurisdiction. This double capacity of the peerage, as 
members of the parliament or legislative assembly and 
of the deliberative and judicial council, throws a very 
great obscurity over the subject. However, we find that 
private petitions for redress were, even under Edward I., 
presented to the lords in parliament as much as to the 
ordinary council. The parliament was considered a high 
court of justice, where relief was to be given in oases 
where the course of law was obstructed, as well as where 
it was defective. Hence the intermission of parliaments 
was looked upon as a delay of justice, and their annual 
meeting is demanded upon that ground. “ The king,” 
says Fleta, “has his court in his council, in his parlia- 
ments, in the presence of bishops, earls, barons, lords, 
and other wise men, where the doubtful cases of judg- 
ments are resolved, and new remedies are provided against 
new injuries, and justice is rendered to every man ac- 
cording to his desert.” ® In the third year of Edward H. 
receivers of petitions began to be appointed at the open- 
ing of every parliament, who usually transmitted them 
to the ordinary, but in some instances to the great 
council. These receivers were commonly three for 
England, and three for Ireland, Wales, G-ascony, and 
other foreign dominions. There were hlcewise two cor- 
responding classes of auditors or triers of petitions. 
These consisted partly of bishops or peers, partly of 
judges and other members of the council ; and they seem 
to have been instituted in order to disburthen the council 
by giving answers to some petitions. But about the 
middle of Edward III.’s time they ceased to act juridi- 
caUy in this respect, and confined themselves to trans- 
mitting petitions to the lords of the coimcil. 

^ The great council, according to the definition we have 
given, consisting of the lords spiritual and temporal, in 
conjunction with the ordinary council, or, in other words, 
of all who were severally summoned to parliament, exer- 
cised a considerable jurisdiction, as well civil as criminal 


* niuda 
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In this jurisdiction it is tlie opinion of Sir M. Hale that 
the council, though not peers, had right of suffrage ; an 
opinion very probable, when we recollect that the council 
by themselves, both in and out of parliament, possessed 
in fact a judicial authority little inferior ; and that the 
king’s delegated sovereignty in the administration of 
justice, rather than any intrinsic right of the peerage, is 
the foundation on which the judicature of the lords must 
be supported. But in the time of Edward III. or 
Eichard II. the lords, by their ascendency, threw the 
judges and rest of the council into shade, and took the 
decisive jurisdiction entirely to themselves, making use 
of their former colleagues but as assistants and advisers, 
as they still continue to be held in all the judicial pro- 
ceedings of that house.^ 

Those statutes which restrain the king’s ordinary^ 
council from disturbing men in their freehold rights, or 
questioning them for misdemeanours, have an equal 
application to the lords’ house in parliament, though we 
do not frequently meet with complaints of the encroach- 
ments made by that assembly. There was, however, 
one class of oases tacitly excluded from the operation of 
those acts, in which the coercive jurisdiction of this high, 
tribunal had great convenience ; namely, where the 
ordinary course of justice was so much obstracted by the 
defending party, through riots, combinations of mainte- 
nance, or overawing influence, that no inferior court 
would find its process obeyed. Those ages, disfigured in 
their quietest season by rapine and oppression, afforded 
no smdl number of eases that called for this interposition 
of a paramount authority.® Another indubitable branch 

^ [Note XL] nearly the same, that in theory nothing 

7 lliis is lemarkahly expressed in one could be more excellent In torbnlent 
of the ar1i<des agreed in parliament 8 H. times, it is scarcely necessary to reznaik, 
VL for the regulation of the coundL great men were too apt to wel^ out 
** Item, that aUe the billes that compre- justice for themselves, and with no great 
hend matters terininableatte the coinmon nicety; a court therefore, to which the 
lawe diall be remitted ther to be deter- people might fly for rdief against 
mined; but if so be that the discredon powerful oppressors, was most especially 
of the counseill fele to grete my^t on needfhL Law dtiazges also were *ion* 
that 5 syde, and Txumyght on tbqyb other, sideraole; and this, ^the poor man’s 
or eUes other canse resonable yat shal court, in which he might have right 
move him.” Rot Part voL iv. p. 343. without paying any money’ (Sir T. 
Mr. Bruce has well observed of the arti- Smith’s Commonwealth, book iiL ch. 7), 
cles «®reed upon in 8 Hen. VL, or rather was an institution apparently calculated 
of " those in 5 Hen. VL, which were to be of unpuestionaule utility. It was 

VOL. m. L 
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of iihis jurisdiotioxL was in writs of error ; but it may be 
observed that their determination was very frequently 
left to a select committee of peers and councilors. These, 
too, cease almost entirely with Henry TV. ; and were 
scarcely revived till the accession of J ames I. 

Some instances occur in the reign of Edward ICE. 
where records have been brought into parliament, and 
annulled with assent of the commons as well as the rest 
of the legislature.^ But these were attainders of treason, 
which it seemed gracious and solemn to reverse in the 
most authentic manner. Certainly the commons had 
neither by the nature of our constitution nor the practice 
of parliament any right of intermeddling in judicature, 
save where something was required beyond the existing 
law, or where, as in the statute of treasons, an authority 
of that kind was particularly reserved to both houses. 
This is folly acknowledged by themselves in the first 
year of Henry But ttieir influence upon the balance 

’the comprehendveness of the last clause apprehend that the proviso must be tui» 
—the ‘other cause resonable^—'which derstood to mean cases legally determin* 
was its ruin.'^ Archaaologia, yoL xxv. able ; the words, I think, will bear no 
'p. 348. The statute 31 Hen. VL a 2, other construction. But as all the of* 
which is not printed in Ruflfhead's edi- fences enumerated were indictable, we 
tion, is very important, as giving a legal must either hold the proviso to be utterly 
authority to the council, by Tvrits under inconsistent with the rest of the statute, 
the great seal, and by writs of proclama- or suppose that the words “ other form ” 
tion to the sheriffs, on parties making were intended to prohibit the irregular 
default, to compel the attendance of any process usual with the council ; secret ex- 
persons complained of for " great riots, amination of witnesses, torture, neglect 
extortions, oppressions, and grievous of- of technical formality in specifying 
fences,” under heavy penalties; in case diarges, punishments not according to 
of a peer, " the loss of his estate, and the course of law, and other violations of 
name of lord, and his place in parlia- fear and free trial, which constituted the 
menV’ and all his lands for the term of greatest grievance in the proceedings of 
his life ; and fine at discretion in the case the counciL ^ 

of other persons. A proviso is added ^ The judgment against Mortimer was 
that no matter determinable by the law reversed at the suit of his son, 28 R ttt 
of the realm should be determined in because he had not been put on his trial, 
other form than after the course of law The peers had adjudged him to death in 
in the king’s courts. Sir Francis Palgrave his absence, upon common notoriety of 
(Essay on the King’s Council, p. 84) his guilt. 4 R m. p. 63. In the same 
observes that this proviso “would in no session of 28 R IIL the earl of Arundel’s 
way interfere with the effective jurisdic- attainder was also reversed, which 
tion of the council, inasmuch as it could passed in 1 R IIL, when Mortimer was 
always be alleged in the bills which were at the height of his power. These prece- 
preferred before it that the oppressive dents taken together seem to have re- 
and grievous offences of which they com- suited *om no partiality, but a true 
plained were not detenninable by the sense of justice in respect of treasons^ 
ordinary course of the common law*» animated by the recent statute. Eat 
p. 8«. But this takes the word “ deter- ParL voL ii. p. 256. 

^finable ” to mean in fact ; whereas I i Eot. ParL voL iii, p. 427. 
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of government became so commanding in a few years 
afterwards, that they contrived, as has been mentioned 
already, to bave petitions directed to them, rather than 
to the lords or council, and to transmit them, either with 
a tacit approbation or in the form of acts, to the upper 
house. Perhaps this encroachment of the commons may 
have contributed to the disuse of the lords’ jurisdiction, 
who would rather relinquish their ancient and honour- 
able but laborious function than share it with such bold 
usurpers. 

Although the restraining hand of parliament was con.' 
tinually growing more effectual, and the notions 
of legal right acquiring more precision, from character 
the time of Magna Charta to the civil wars 
under Henry YL, we may justly say that the m these 
general tone of administration was not a little 
arbitrary. The whole fabric of English liberty rose step 
by step, through much toil and many sacrifices, each 
generation adding some new security to the work, and 
trusting that posterily would perfect the labour as well 
as enjoy the reward. A time, perhaps, was even then 
foreseen in the visions of generous hope, by the brave 
haights of parliament and by the sober sages of justice, 
when the proudest ministers of the crown should recoil 
from those bairiers which were then daily pushed aside 
with impunity. 

There is a material distinction to be taken between the 
exercise of the king’s undeniable prerogative, however 
repugnant to our improved principles of freedom, and the 
abuse or extension of it to oppressive purposes. For we 
cannot fairly consider as part of our ancient constitution 
what the parliament was perpetually remonstrating 
against, and the statute-book is full of enactments to 
repress. Doubtless the continual acquiescence of a nation 
in arbitrary government may ultimately destroy all privi- 
leges of positive institution, and leave them to recover, 
by such means as opportunity shall offer, the natural and 
imprescriptible rights for which human societies were 
established. And this may perhaps be the case at present 
with many EuropeanJkingdoms. But it would be neces- 
sary to shut our eyes with deliberate prejudice against 
the whole tenor of the most unquestionable authorities, 
against the petitions of the commons, the acts of the legisr 
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latare, the testimony of historians and lawyers, before wo 
conld assert that England acquiesced in those abuses and 
oppressions which it must be confessed she was unable 
rally to prevent. 

The word prerogative is of a peculiar import, and 
scarcely understood by those who come from the studies 
of political philosophy. We cannot define it by any 
theory of executive functions. All these may be com- 
prehended in it ; but also a great deal more. It is best, 
perhaps, to be understood by its derivation, and has been 
said to be that law in case of the king which is law in 
no case of the subject.^ Of the higher and more sove- 
reign prerogatives I shall here say nothing ; they result 
from title nature of a monarchy, and have nothing very 
peculiar in their character. But the smaller rights of 
the crown show better the original lineaments of our con- 
stitution. It is said commonly enough that all preroga- 
tives are given for the subject’s good. I must confess 
that no part of this assertion corresponds with my view 
of the subject. It neither appears to me that these 
prerogatives were ever given nor that they necessarily 
redound to the subject’s good. Prerogative, in its old 
sense, might be de&ied an advantage obtained by the 
crown over the subject, in cases where their interests 
came into competition, by reason of its greater strength. 
This sprang from the nature of thelSTorman government, 
which rather resembled a scramble of wild beasts, where 
the strongest takes the best share, than a system founded 
upon principles of common utility. And, modified as the 
exercise of most prerogatives has been by the more liberal 
tone which now pervades our course of government, 
whoever attends to the common practice of courts of 
justice, and, stiU more, whoever consults the law-books, 
will not only be astonished at their extent and multi- 
plicity, but very frequently at their injustice and severity. 

The real prerogatives that might formerly be exerted 
were sometimes of so injurious a nature, that 
eyance. hardly Separate them from their abuse . 

a striking instance is that of purveyance, which will at 
once illustrate the definition above given of a prerogative, 
the limits within which it was to be exercised^ and its 


k Blackstone’s Comment from Finch, vot I. c. 1 , 
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tendency to transgress tliem. This was a right of pur- 
chasing whatever was necessary for the king’s household, 
at a fair price, in preference to every competitor^ and 
without the consent of the owner. By the same prero - 
gative, carriages and horses were impressed for the king’s 
journeys, and lodgings provided for his attendants. This 
was defended on a pretext of necessity, or at least of 
great convenience to the sovereign, and was both of high 
antiquity and universal practice throughout Europe. 
But the royal purveyors had the utmost temptation, and 
doubtless no small store of precedents, to stretch this 
power beyond its legal boundary ; and not only to fix 
their own price too low, but to seize what they wanted 
without any payment at all, or with tallies which were 
carried in vain to an empty exchequer.® This gave rise 
to a number of petitions from the commons, upon which 
statutes were often framed; but the evil was almost 
incurable in its nature, and never ceased till that prero- 
gative was itself abolished. Purveyance, as I have 
already said, may serve to distinguish the defects from 
the abuses of our constitution. It was a reproach to the 
law that men should be compelled te send their goods 
without their consent; it was a reproach to the ad- 
ministration that they were deprived of them without 
payment. 

The right of purchasing men’s goods for the use of the 
king was extended by a sort of analogy to their labour. 
Thus Edward III. announces to all sheriffs that William 
of Walsingham had a commission to collect as many 
painters as might suffice for “ our works in St. Stephen’s 
chapel, Westnnnster, to be at our wages as long as shall be 
necessary,” and to arrest and keep in prison all who should 
refrise or be refractory ; and enjoins them to lend their 

^ Letters are directed to all the sheriff, des of his French war, went still greater 
2 K L, enjoining them to send np a lengths, and seized larger quantities ot 
certain nnxnher of beeves, dieep, capons, wool, which he sold beyond sea, as well 
&C., for the king’s coronation. Bymer, as provisions for the supply of his anny. 
tdL iL p. 2L By the statute 21 K in. In both cases the proprietors had tallies, 
c, 12, goods taken by the pttrv^ors were or other securities; hut their despair of 
to be paid for on the spot if under twenty obtaining payment gave rise, in 1338, to 
tdiiUings’ value, or within three* months* an insurrection. There is a singulai 
time if above that valne. But it is not apologetical letter of Edward to the ardi- 
to be imagined that this law was or could bishops on this occasion. Eymer, t. v. 
be observed. p. 10 ; see also p, 73, and Ehyghton, coi. 

Edward III., impeUed by the exfgen- 2570. 
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assistance.® ‘Windsor Castle owes its massive magni- 
ficence to labourers impressed from every part of tKe 
kingdom. There is even a commission from Edward IV. 
to take as many workmen in gold as were wanting, and 
employ them at the king’s cost upon the trappings of 
himself and his household.® 

Another class of abuses intimately connected with un- 
Abusesof <l‘‘i®stionable though oppressive rights of the 
crown originated in the feudal tenure which 
rights, "bound all Sie lands of the kingdom. The king 
had indisputably a right to the wardship of his tenants 
in chivalry, and to the escheats or forfeitures of persons 
dying without heirs or attainted for treason. But his 
officers, under pretence of wardship, took possession of 
lands not held immediately of the crown, claimed es- 
cheats where a right heir existed, and seized estates as 
forfeited which were protected by the statute of entails. 
The real owner had no remedy against this disposition 
but to prefer his petition of right in chancery, or, which 
was probably more effectual, to procure a remonstrance 
of the house of commons in his favour. Even where 
justice was finally rendered to him he had no recom- 
pence for his damages ,• and the escheators were not less 
likely to repeat an iniquity by which they could not 
personally suffer. 

The charter of the forests, granted by Henry III. along 
Forest la^s. Charta,** had been designed to crush 

the flagitious system of oppression which pre- 
vailed in those favourite haunts of the Xorman kings. 
They had still, however, their peculiar jurisdiction, 
though, from the time at least of Edward III., subject 
in some measure to the control of the King’s Bench,® 
The foresters, I suppose, might find a compensation for 

“ Eymer, t. Ti. p. 417. domain of the king, says the author of 

® Idem, t. xi. p. 852. the Dialogue on the Exchequer under 

P Matthew Paris asserts that John Henry 11., is governed by its own law^ 
granted a separate forestrdiarter, and not founded on the common law of the 
supports his position by asserting that of land, but the voluntary enactment of 
Henry IIL at full lengtiu In fact, the princes: so that whatever is done by that 
clauses rekting to the forest were incor- law is reckoned not legal in itself, but 
porated with the great charter of John, legal aca)rcling to forest law, p. 29, non 
Such an error as this shows the precari- justom absolute, sed justum seoundbrn 
ousness of historical testimony, even legem forest® dicatur. I believe my 
where it seems to be best grounded. translation of justum is ri^t ; for he \s 

•r- Coke, fourth Inst p. 294. The forest not writing satiricaUv. 
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their want of the common law in that easy and licentious 
way of life which they affected ; but the neighbouring 
cultivators frequently suffered from the king’s officers 
who attempted to recover those adjacent lands, or, as 
they were called, purlieus, which had been disafforested 
by the charter and protected by frequent perambulations. 
Many petitions of ihe commons relate to this grievance. 

The constable and marshal of England possessed a 
jurisdiction, the proper limits whereof jurisdiction 
sufficiently narrow, as it seems, to have ex- ofconstabi? 
tended only to appeals of treason committed 
beyond sea, which were determined by combat, and to 
milit ary offences within the realm. But these high 
officers frequently took upon them to inquire of treasons 
and felonies cognizable at common law, and even of civil 
contracts and trespasses. This is no bad illustration of 
the state in which our constitution stood under the Plan- 
tagenets. No colour of right or of supreme prerogative 
was set up to justify a procedure so manifestly repugnant 
to the great charter. For all remonstrances against these 
encroachments the king gave promises in return ; and a 
statute was enacted, in the thirteenth of Eichard II., 
declaring the bounds of the constable and marshal’s 
jurisdiction.' It could not be denied, therefore, that all 
infringements of these acknowledged limits were illegal, 
even 5 they had a hundred fold more actual precedents 
in their favour than can be supposed. But the abuse by no 
means ceased after the passing of this statute, as several 
subsequent petitions that it might be better regarded will 
evince. One, as it contains a special instance, I shall 
insert. It is of the fifth year of Henry IV. : “On several 
supplications and petitions made by tiie commons in par- 
liament to our lord the king for Bennet Wilman, who is 
accused by certain of his ill-wishers and detained in 
prison, and put to answer before the cqnstable and 
marshal, against the statutes and the common law of 
England, our said lord the king, by the advice and assent 
of the lords in parliament, granted that the said Bennet 
should be treated according to the statutes and common 
law of England, notwithstanding any commission to the 
contrary, or accusation against him made before the con- 
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stable and marshal.” And a writ was sent to the justices 
of the King’s Bench with a copy of this article from the 
roll of parliament, directing them to proceed as they 
shall see fit according to the laws and customs of Eng- 
land.® 

It must appear remarkable that, in a case so manifestly 
within their competence, the court of King’s Bench 
should not have issued a writ of habeas corpus, without 
waiting for what may be considered as a particular act 
of parliament. But it is a natural effect of an arbitrary 
administration of government to intimidate courts of 
justice.* A negative argument, founded upon the want 
of legal precedent, is certainly not conclusive when it 
relates to a distant period, of which all the precedents 
have not been noted ; yet it must strike us that in the 
learned and zealous arguments of Sir Eobert Cotton, Mr. 
Selden, and others, against arbitrary imprisonment, in 
the great case of the habeas corpus, though the statute 
law is full of authorities in their favour, we find no 
instance adduced earlier than the reign of Henry VII., 
where the King’s Bench has released, or even bailed, 
persons committed by the council or the constable, though 
it is unquestionable that such committals were both 
frequent and illegal," 


• Rot PaxL vol> iiL p. 530. 

t The apprehension of this compliant 
spirit in the ministers of jnsUce led to an 
excellent act in 2 E. m. c. 8 , that the 
Judges ^all not omit to do rl^t for anj 
command under the great or privy seal. 
And the conduct of Richard IL, who 
songht absolute power by corrupting or 
intimidating thmn, produced another 
statute in the eleventh year of his reign 
(c. 10), providing that neither letters of 
the ki^s signet nor of the privy seal 
should ftom thenceforth be sent in dis- 
turbance of the law. An ordinance of 
C3iarles V., king of France, in 1369, 
directs the parliament of Paris to pay no 
regard to any letters under his seal sus- 
pending the course of legal procedure, 
but to consider them as snrreptitiously 
obtained. ViUaret, t. x. p. 115. This 
ordinance, which was sedulously observed, 
tended very much to confirm the inde- 
pendence and integrity of that tribunal. 

® Cotton's Posthuma, p. 221 . Howell’s 


State Trials, voL iiL p. 1. Hmne quotes 
a grant of the ofBoe of constable to the 
earl of Rivers in ^ K TV., and infers, un- 
warrantably enon^, that " its authority 
was in direct contradiction to Magna 
Charta; and it is evident that no regular 
bberiy could subsist with it. It involved 
a fbll dictatorial power, continually sub- 
sisting in the state.” Hist of England, 
c. 22. But by the very words of this 
patent the Jurisdiction given was only 
over such causes quaa in cun£l constabu- 
larii Anglia ab antique, viz. tempore 
dicti Gulielmi conqusestoris, seu aliquo 
tempore citra, tractari, audiri, examinari, 
aut decidi consueverunt aut ywre debue- 
rant aut d&)mt. These are expressed, 
though not very perspicuously, in the 
statute 13 R. H. c. 2, that declares the 
constable’s jurisdiction. And the chief 
criminal mafeer reserved by law to tho 
court of this ofiBcer was treason com- 
mitted out of the kingdom. In violent 
and revolutionary seasons, such os the 
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If I have faithfully represented thus far the history of 
our constitution, its essential character will appear to be 
a monarchy greatly limited by law, though retaining 
much power that was ill calculated to promote the public 
good, and swerving continually into an irregular course, 
which there was no restraint adequate to correct. But 
of all the notions that have been advanced as to the 
theory of this constitution, the least consonant to law 
and history is that which represents the king as merely 
an hereditary executive magistrate, the fii’st officer of the 
state. What advantages might result from such a form 
of government this is not Sie place to discuss. But it 
certainly was not the ancient constitution of England. 
There was nothing in this, absolutely nothing, of a re- 
publican appearance. All seemed to grow out of the 
monarchy, and was referred to its advantage and honour. 
The voice of supplication, even in the stoutest disposition 
of the commons, was always humble ; the prerogative 
was always named in large and pompous expressions. 
Still more naturally may we expect to find in the law- 
books even an obsequious deference to power, from 
judges who scarcely ventured to consider it as their duty 
to defend the subject’s freedom, and who beheld the 
gigantic image of prerogative, in the full play of its 
himdred arms, constantly before their eyes. Through 
this monarchical tone, which certainly pervades all our 
legal authorities, a writer like Hume, accustomed to 
philosophical liberality as to the principles of govern- 
ment, and to the democratical language which the modem 
aspect of the constitution and the liberty of printing 
have produced', fell hastily into the error of believing 
that all limitations of royal power during the fourteenth 
and fifteenth centuries were as much unsettled in law 
and in public opinion as they were liable to be violated 
by force. Though a contrary position has been suffi- 
ciently demonstrated, I conceive, by the series of parlia- 
mentary proceedings which I have already produced, yet 
there is a passage in Sir John Eortescue’s treatise De 
Laudibus Legum Angliae, so explicit and weighty, that 

m 

oonunencement of Edward IV.^s reign, tribunal, thoagh one of the abases of the 
some persons were tried by martial law times, cannot be said to warrant the strong 
before the constable. But, in general, language adopted by Hume, 
the exercise of criminal justice by this ^ 
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ao miter on the English constitution can be excused 
from inserting it. This eminent person, having been 
chief justice of the King’s Bench -under Henry VI., was 
governor to the young prince of Wales during his retreat 
in France, and received at his hands the office of chan^ 
cellor. It must never be forgotten that, in a treatise 
purposely composed for the instruction of one who hoped 
to reign over England, the limitations of government are 
enforced as strenuously by Fortescue, as some succeeding 
lawyers have inculcated the doctrines of arbitrary pre- 
rogative. 

“ A king of England cannot at his pleasure make any 
Sir John alterations in the laws of the land, for the na- 
Portescne's ture of his government is not only regal, but 
S E^giSf^ political. Had it been merely regal, he would 
constitution. J^ave a power to make what innovations and 
alterations he pleased in the laws of the kingdom, im- 
pose tallages and other hardships upon the people whether 
they would or no, without their consent, which sort oi 
government the civil laws point out when they declare 
Quod principi placuit, legis habet vigorem. But it is 
much otherwise with a king whose government is poli- 
tical, because he can nei-Qier make any alteration or 
change in the laws of the realm without the consent of 
the subjects, nor burthen them against their wills with 
strange impositions, so -that a people governed by such 
lam as are made by their own consent and approbation 
enjoy their properties securely, and without the hazard 
of being deprived of them, either by the king or any 
other. The same things may be effected under an abso- 
lute prince, provided he do not degenerate into the 
tyrmt. Of such a prince, Aristotle, in the third of his 
Politics, says, * It is better for a city to be governed by a 
good man than by good laws.’ But because it does not 
always happen that the person presiding over a people 
is so qualified, St. Thomas, in the book which he writ to 
the king of Cyprus, DeEegimine Principum, wishes that 
a kingdom could be so instituted as that the king might 
not be at liberty -to tyrannize over his people ; which 
only comes to pass in -the present ease ; "that is, when 
the sovereign power is res-fcrained by political laws. 
Eejoice,^ therefore, my good prince, that such is the la-w 
o^he kingdom which you are to inherit, because it wil] 
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afford, both to yourself and subjects, the greatest security 
and satisfaction.” 

The two great divisions of civil nde, the absolute, or 
regal as he calls it, and the political, Fortescue proceeds 
to deduce from the sever^ originals of conquest and 
compact. Concerning the latter he declares emphatic- 
ally a truth not always palatable to princes, that such 
governments were instituted by the people, and for the 
people’s good ; quoting St. Augustin for a similar defini- 
tion of a political society. “ As the head of a body 
natural cannot change its nerves and sinews, cannot deny 
to the several parts their proper energy, their due pro- 
portion and aliment of blood ; neither can a king, who 
is the head of a body politic, change the laws -thereof, 
nor take from the people what is -fcheirs by right agains-fc 
their consent. Thus you have, sir, the formal institu- 
tion of every political kingdom, from whence you may 
guess at the power which a king may exercise with 
respect to the laws and the subject. For he is appointed 
to protect his subjects in their lives, properties, and 
laws ; for this very end and purpose he has the delega- 
tion of power from the people, and he has no just claim 
to any other power but this. Wherefore, to give a 
brief answer to that question of yours, concerning the 
different powers which kings claim over their subjects, 
I am firmly of opinion that it arises solely from the 
different natures of their original institution, as you 
may easily collect from what has been said. So the 
kingdom of England had its original from Brute, and the 
Trojans, who attended him from Italy and Greece, and 
became a mixed kind of government, compounded of the 
regal and political.” ^ 

It would occupy too much space to quote every other 
passage of the same nature in this treatise of jjrroneotis 
Fortescue, and in that entitled, Of the Differ- vi^staSa 
ence between an Absolute and Limited Mo- 
narchy, which, so far as these points are concerned, is 
nearly a translation from the former,* But these, cor- 

^ Fortescue, De Laudibsis Legom An- be anxious not to offend, and 'whom in 
giise, c. 9. fact he took some pains to conciliate both 

7 Id. c. 13. in this and other writing, it is evident 

^ The latter treatise having been that the principles of limited monarchy 
written under Edward IV., whom For- were as fully recognised in his reign 
tescue. as a restored Lancastrian, would whatever particular acts of ’^lencc 
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roborated as they are by the statute-book and by the 
rolls of parliament, are surely conclusive against the 
notions which pervade Mr. Hume’s History. I liave 
already remarked that a sense of the glaring prejudice 
by which some Whig writers had been actuated, in 
representing the English constitution from the earliest 
times as nearly arrived at its present perfection, con- 
spired with certain prepossessions of his own to lead this 
eminent historian into an equally erroneous system on 
the opposite side. And as he traced the stream back- 
wards, and came last to the times of the Plantagenet 
dynasty, with opinions already biassed and even pledged 
to the world in his volumes of earlier publication, he 
was prone to seize hold of, and even exaggerate, every 
circumstance that indicated immature civilization, and 
law perverted or infringed.^ To this his ignorance of 
English jurisprudence which certainly in some measure 
disqualified him from writing our history, did not a little 
contribute ; misrepresentations frequently occurring in 
his work, which a moderate acquaintance with the law 
of the land would have prevented.'* 

It is an honourable circumstance to England that the 
history of no other country presents so few 
nf instances of illegal condemnations upon poh- 
denmatioa -fcical charges. The judicial torture was hardly 
known and never recognised by law.® The 


occur, as they had been under the 
laucastrian princes. 

• The following is one example of 
these presJudices ; In the 9th of Bidiard 11. 
a tax on wool granted till the ensning 
feast of St. John Baptist was to be inter- 
mitted from thence to that of St. Peter, 
and then to recommence; that it might 
not be claimed as a ri^t. Rot Pari, 
vol. iii. p. 214. Mr. Hume has noticed 
this provision, as "showing an accuracy 
, beyond what was to be expected in those 
rude times.” In this epithet we see the 
foundation of his mistakes. The age of 
Richard H. might perhaps be called rude 
in some rejects. But assuredly in 
prudent and drcumspect perception of 
consequence, and an accurate use of lan- 
guage, there could be no reason why It 
should be deemed inferior to our own. 
If Mr. Hume had ever deigned to glance 
at the l^al deci^ns reported in the 


Year-books of those times, he would have 
been surprised, not only at the utmost 
acemojcyy but at a subtle refinement in 
verbal logic, which none of his own 
metaphysical treatises could surpass 

b [Note XU.] 

^ During the famous process against 
the knights templars in the reign of 
Edward II., the archbishop of York, 
having taken the examination of certain 
templars in bis province, felt some 
doubts which he propounded to several 
monasteries and divines. Most of these 
relate to the main suli^ect. But oike 
question, fitter indeed for lawyers than 
theolo^ans, was, whereas many would 
not confess without torture, whether be 
might make uae of this means, lUmt Tm 
m regno Angliae mmgucm visum fuerit 
vet auditumf Et si torquendi sunt, 
ntrum per clerioos vel laioos? Et date, 
qubd mMvu cmnino toi'tor inoeniri 
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sentence in capital crimes, fixed nnalterably by custom, 
allowed nothing to vindictiyeness and in^gnation. 
There hardly occurs an example of any one being noto- 
riously put to death without form of trial, except in 
moments of flagrant civil war. If the rights of juries 
were sometimes evaded by irregular jurisdictions, they 
were at least held sacred by the courts of law : and 
through all the vicissitudes of civil liberty, no one ever 
questioned the primary right of eveiy freeman, handed 
down from his Saxon forefathers, to the trial by his peers. 
A just regard for public safety prescribes the necessity 
of severe penalties against rebellion and conspiracy ; but 
the interpretation of these offences, when intrusted to 
sovereigns and their counsellors, has been the most 
tremendous instrument of despotic power. In rude 
ages, even though a general spirit of political . liberty 
may prevail, the legal character of treason will commonly 
be undefined ; nor is it the disposition of lawyers to give 
greater accuracy to this part of criminal jurisprudence. 
The nature of treason appears to have been subject to 
much uncertainty in England before the statute of^ 
Edward III. If that memorable law did not give all 
possible precision to the offence, which we must certainly 
allow, it prevented at least those stretches of vindictive 
tyranny which disgrace the annals of other countries. 
The praise, however, must be understood as comparative. 
Some cases of harsh if not illegal convictions could 
hardly fail to occur in times of violence and during 
changes of the reigning family. Perhaps the circum- 
stances have now and then been aggravated by historians. 
Nothing could be more illegal than the conviction of the 
earl of Cambridge and lord Scrope in 1415, if it be 
true, according to Carte and Hume, that they were not 
heard in their defence. But whether this is to be abso 
lutely inferred from the record‘d is perhaps open to 
question. There seems at least to have been no sufficient 
motive for such an irregularity ; their participation in a 
treasonable conspiracy being manifest from their own 

vaiLeai in An g li j t, ntrnza '$to tortaribns learned * Reading on £he Use of Tortart 
mittendtun ait ad partes transniaxinas? in the Criminal Law of England, hj 
Walt. Hemingford. p. 256. Instances, David Jardine, Esq., 1837.’ 
however, of its use are said to have d Rot ParLvol. iv p. 66. 
occcired in the I5th century. See a ^ 
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oonfession. The proceedings against Sir John Mortimer 
in the 2nd of Henry YI.® are called by Hume highly 
irregular and illegal. They were, however, by act of 
attainder, which cannot well be styled illegal. Nor are 
they to be considered as severe. Mortimer had broken 
out of the Tower, where he was confined on a charge of 
treason. This was a capital felony at common law ; and 
the chief irregularity seems to have consisted in haviug 
recourse to parliament in order to attaint him of 
treason, when he had already forfeited his life by 
another crime. 

I would not willingly attribute to the prevalence of 
Tory dispositions what may be explained otherwise, 
the progress which Mr. Hume’s historical theory as to 
our constitution has been gradually making since its 
publication. The tide of opinion, which since the 
Eevolution, and indeed since the reign of James I., had 
been flowing so strongly in favour of the antiquity of 
our liberties, now seems, among the higher and more 
literary classes, to set pretty decidedly the other way. 
Though we may still sometimes hear a demagogue chat- 
tering about the witenagemot, it is far more usual to find 
sensible and liberal men who look on Magna Charta it- 
self as the result of an uninteresting squabble between 
the king and his barons. Acts of force and injustice, 
which strike the cursory inquirer, especially if he derives 
his knowledge from modem compilations, more than the 
average tenor of events, are selected and displayed as 
fair samples of the law and of its administration. We 
are deceived by the comparatively perfect stale of our 
present liberties, and forget that our superior security is 
far less owing to positive law than to me control which 
is exercised over government by public opinion through 
the general use of printing, and to the diffusion of 
liberal principles in policy through the same means. 
Thus disgusted at a contrast which it was hardly candid 
to institute, we turn away from the records that attest 
the real, though imperfect, freedom of our ancestors ; and 
are willing to be persuaded that the whole scheme of 
English polity, till the commons took on themselves to 
assert their natural rights against James I., was at best 


• Rot. ParL vol v- p. 302. 
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but a mockery of popular privileges, hardly recognised 
in theory, and never regarded in effect.^ 

This system, when stripped of those slavish inferences 
that Brady and Carte attempted to build upon it, admits 
perhaps of no essential objection but its want of histori- 
cal truth. God forbid that our rights to just and free 
government should be tried by a jury of antiquaries I 
Yet it is a generous pride that intertwines the conscious- 
ness of hereditary freedom with the memory of our 
ancestors ; and no trilling argument against those who 
seem indifferent in its cause, that the character of the 
bravest and most virtuous among nations has not 
depended upon the accidents of race or climate, but 
been gradually wrought by the plastic influence of civil 
rights, transmitted as a prescriptive inheritance through 
a long course of generations. 

By what means the English acquired and preserved 
this political liberty, which, even in the fif- 
teenth century, was the admiration of judicious to 
foreigners,® is a very rational and interesting 
inquiry. Their own serious and steady attach- 
ment to the laws must always be reckoned among the 
principal causes of this blessing. The civil equality of 
all freemen below the rank of peerage, and the subjec- 
tion of peers themselves to the impartial arm of justice, 
and to a due share in contribution to, public burthens, 
advantages unknown to other countries, tended to iden- 
tify the interests and to assimilate the feelings of the 
aristocracy with those of the people; classes whose 
dissension and jealousy has been in many instances the 
surest hope of sovereigns aiming at arbitrary power. 
This freedom from the oppressive superiority of a privi- 
leged order was peculiar to England. In many king- 
doms the royal prerogative was at least equally limited. 
The statutes of Aragon are more full of remedial 
provisions. The right of opposing* a tyrannical govern- 
ment by arms was more frequently asserted in Castile. 
But nowhere else did the people possess by law, and I 
think, upon the whple, in effect, so much security for 
0 

f This was written in 1811 or * Philip de Comines takes several op- 
1812 ; and is among many passages porttmities of testifying his esteem for 
which the progress of time has some- the English government See particu- 
what falsified. larly L iv. c. L and L y. c. six. 
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tiieir personal freedom and property. Accordingly, the 
middling ranks flourished remarkably, not only in com* 
mercial towns, but among the cultivators of the soil. 
“ There is scarce a small village,” says Sir J. Fortescue, 
“ in which yon may not And a knight, an esquire, or 
some substantial householder (paterfamilias), commonly 
called a frankleyn,^ possessed of considerable estate ; be- 
sides others who are called freeholders, and many yeo- 
men of estates sufficient to make a substantial jury.” I 
would, however, point out more particularly two causes 
which had a very leading efficacy in the gradual develop- 
ment of our constitution; first, the schemes of con- 
tinental ambition in which our government was long 
engaged; secondly, the manner in which feudal prin- 
ciples of insubordination and resistance were modified 
by the prerogatives of the early Norman kings. 

1. At the epoch when William the Conqueror ascended 
the throne, hardly any other power was possessed by 
the king of France than what he inherited from the great 
fiefs of the Capetian family. War with such a potentate 
was not ezceedingly to be dreaded, and William, besides 
his immense revenue, could employ the feudal services 
of his vassals, which were extended by him to continental 
expeditions. These circumstances were not essentially 
changed till after the loss of Normandy ; for the acqui- 
sitions of Henry H. kept him fully on an equality with 
the French crown, and the dilapidation which had taken 
place in the royal demesnes was compensated by several 
arbitrary resources that filled the exchequer of these 
monarchs. But in the reigns of John and Henry III., 
the position of England, or rather of its sovereign, with 
respect to France, underwent a veiy disadvantageous 
change. The loss of Normandy severed the connexion 
between the English nobility and the continent ; they 
had no longer estates to defend, and «^took not sufficient 


h By a frankleya in this place we are 
to Tinderstand what we call a country 
squire, like the frankleyn of Chaucer; 
for the word esquire in Fortescue’s time 
was only used in its limited sense, for 
the sons of peers and knights, or such as 
had obtained the title by creation or some 
other legal means. 

The mention of Chaucer leads me to 


add that the prologue to his Canterbury 
Tales is of itself a continual testimony to 
the plenteous and comfortable sitaatiOQ 
of the middle ranks in En^and, as well 
as to that fe^less independence and fre- 
quent originality of character amoi^t 
them, which liberty and competence have 
conspired to produce. 
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interest in the concerns of Gnienne to fight for that pro- 
vince at their own cost. Their feudal service was now 
commuted for an escuage, which fell very short of the 
expenses incurred in a protracted campaign. Tallages 
of royal towns and demesne lands, extortion of money 
from the Jews, every feudal abuse and oppression, were 
tried in vain to replenish the treasury, which the defence 
of "Rleanor’s inheritance against the increased energy of 
France was constantly e:diausting. Even in the most 
arbitrary reigns, a general tax upon landholders, in any 
cases but those prescribed by ihe feudal law, had not 
been ventured ; and the standing bulwark of Magna 
Charta, as well as the feebleness and unpopularity of 
Henry III., made it more dangerous to violate an esta- 
blished principle. Subsidies were therefore constantly 
required ; but for these it was necessary for the king to 
meet parliament, to hear their complaints, and, if he 
could not elude, to acquiesce in their petitions. These 
necessities came still more urgently upon Edward I., 
whose ambitious spirit could not patiently endure the 
encroachments of Philip the Fair, a rival not less ambi- 
tious, but certainly less distinguished by personal prowess, 
than himself. "VVhat advantage the friends of liberty 
reaped from this ardour for continental warfare is strongly 
seen in the circumstances attending the Confirmation of 
the Charters. 

But after this statute had rendered all tallages without 
consent of parKament illegal, though it did not for some 
time prevent their being occasionally imposed, it was 
still more difficult to carry on a war with France or 
Scotland, to keep on foot naval armaments, or even to 
preserve the courtly magnificence which that ago of 
chivalry affected, without perpetual recurrence to the 
house of commons. Edward III. very little consulted 
the interests of his prerogative when he stretched forth 
his hand to seize the phantom of a crown in France. It 
compelled him to assemble parliament almost annually, 
and often to hold more than one session within the year. 
Here the representatives of England learned the habit 
of remonstrance and^ conditional supply ; and tiough, in 
the meridian of Edward’s age and vigour, they often 
failed of immediate redress, yet they gradually swelled 
the statute-roll with provisions to secure their country’s 
you m. M ^ 
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freedom ; and acquiring self-confidence by mutual inter- 
course, and sense of ^e public opinion, they became 
able, before the end of Edward’s reign, and stiU more 
in that of his grandson, to control, prevent, and punish 
the abuses of administration. Of all these proud and 
sovereign privileges, the right of refusing supply was 
the key-stone. But f the long wars in which our 
kbigs were involved, at first by their possession of 
Guienne, and afterwards by their pretensions upon the 
crown of Erance, it would have been easy to suppress 
remonstrances by avoiding to assemble parliament. For 
it must be confessed that an authority was given to the 
king’s proclamations, and to ordinances of the council, 
which difi(>red but little from legislative power, and 
would very soon have been interpreted by complaisant 
courts of ji^stice to give them the full extent of statutes. 

It is common indeed to assert that the liberties of 
England were bought with the blood of our forefathers. 
This is a very magnanimous boast, and in some degree 
is oonsinant enough to the truth. But it is far more 
generally accurate to say that they were purchased by 
money. A great proportion of our best laws, including 
Magna Charta itself, as it now stands confirmed by 
Henry III., were, in the most literal sense, obtained by 
a pecuniary bargain vdth the crown. In many parliar 
ments of Edward HI. and Eichard 11. this sale of redress 
is chaffered for as distinctly, and with as little apparent 
sense of disgrace, as the most legitimate business between 
two merchants would be transacted. So little was there 
of voluntary benevolence m what the loyal courtesy of 
our constitution styles concessions from the throne ; and 
so little title have these sovereigns, though we cannot 
refuse our admiration to the generous virtues of Edward 
ni. and Henry Y., to claim the gratitude of posterity as 
the benefactors of their people ! 

2. The relation established between a lord and his 
vassal by the feudal tenure, far from containing prin- 
ciples of any servile and implicit obedience, permitted 
the compact to be dissolved in case of its violation by 
either party. This extended as much to the sovereign 
as to inferior lords ; the authonty of the former in 
France, where the system most flourished, being for 
several a^es ratlier feudal than political. If a vassal 
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was aggrieved, and if justice was denied liim, lie sent a 
defiance, tliat is, a renunciation of fealty to the king, and 
was entitled to enforce redress at the point of his sword. 
It then became a contest of strength as between two 
independent potentates, and was terminated by treaty, 
advantageous or otherwise, according to the fortune of 
war. This privilege, suited enough to the situation of 
France, the great peers of which did not* originally 
intend tc admit more than a nominal supremacy in the 
house of Capet, was evidently less compatible with the 
regular monarchy of England. The stem natures of 
William the Conqueror and his successors kept in con- 
trol the mutinous spirit of their nobles, and reaped the 
profit of feudal tenures without submitting to theii 
reciprocal obligations. They counteracted, if I may so 
say, the centrifagal force of that system by the application 
of a stronger power ; by preserving order, administering 
justice, checking the growth of baronial influence and 
riches, with habitual activity, vigilance, and severity. 
Still, however, there remained ttie original principle,, 
that allegiance depended conditionally upon good treat* 
ment, and that an appeal might be lawfully made to 
arms against an oppressive government. Nor was this, 
we may be sure, left for extreme necessity, or thought to 
require a long enduring forbearance. In modem times 
a king compelled by his subjects’ swords to abandon any 
pretension would be supposed to have ceased to reign ; 
and the express recognition of such a right as that of 
insurrection has been justly deemed inconsistent with 
the majesty of law. But rader ages had ruder senti- 
ments. Force was necessary to repel force ; and men 
accustomed to see the king’s authority defied by private 
riot were not much shocked when it was resisted in 
defence of public freedom. 

The Great Charter of John was secured by the election 
of twenty -five barons as conservators of the compact. If 
the king, or the justiciary in his absence, should trans- 
gress any article, any four might demand reparation, and 
on denial carry their complaint to the rest of their body. 
“ And those barony with aU the commons of the land, 
shall distrain and annoy us by every means in their 
power ; that is, by seizing our castles, lands, and posses- 
sions, and every other mode, till the wrong .shall 
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repaired to their satisfaction ; savmg our person, and our 
queen and children. And when it shall be repaired they 
shall obey us as before.” ' It is amusing to see the com- 
mon law of distress introduced upon this gigantic scale ; 
and the capture of the king’s castles treated as analogous 
to impounding a neighbour’s horse for breaking fences. 

A very curious illustration of this feudal principle is 
found in the conduct of William earl of Pembroke, one 
of the greatest names in our ancient history, towards 
Henry HI. The king had defied him, which was tanta- 
mount to a declaration of war ; alleging that he had made 
an inroad upon the royal domains. Pembroke maintained 
that he was not the aggressor, that the king had denied 
him justice, and been ttie first to invade his territory ; on 
which account he had thought himself absolved from his 
homage, and at liberty to use force against the mali^ity 
of the royal advisers. “ Nor would it be for the king’s 
honour,” the earl adds, “ that I should submit to his will 
against reason, whereby I should rather do wrong to him 
and to that justice which he is bound to administer 
towards his people ; and I should give an ill example to 
.all men in deserting justice and right in compliance with 
his mistaken will. For this would show that I loved my 
worldly wealth better than justice.” These words, with 
whatever dignity expressed, it may be objected, prove 
only the disposition of an angry and revolted earl. But 
even Henry folly admitted the right of taking arms 
against himself if he had meditated his vassal’s destruc- 
tion, and disputed only the application of this maxim to 
the earl of Pembroke.^ 

These feudal notions, which placed the moral obliga- 
tion of allegiance very low, acting under a weighty 
pressure from the real strength of the crown, were 
favourable to constitutional liberty. The great vassals of 
France and Germany aimed at living independently on 
their fiefs, with no further concern for the rest than as 
useful allies haviog a common interest against the crown.. 
But in England, as there was no prospect of throwing off 
subjection, the barons endeavoured only to lighten ih; 
burihen, fixing limits to prerogative jDy law, and securing 
their observation by parliamentary remonstrances or by 

1 Brady’s Hist vol. L; Appendix, p. 148. 

^ Matt Paris, p. 330 ; Lytteltoa s Hist of Henry XL voL iv. p. 41. 
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dint of arms. Hence, as all rebellions in England were 
directed only to coerce the government, or at the ntmost 
to change the succession of the crown, without the 
smallest tendency to separation, they did not impair the 
national strength nor destroy the character of the consti- 
tution. In all these contentions it is remarkable that 
the people and clergy sided with the nobles against the 
throne. No individuals are so popular with the monkish 
annalists, who speak the language of the populace, as 
Simon earl of Leicester, Thomas earl of Lancaster, and 
Thomas duke of Gloucester, all turbulent opposers of the 
royal authority, and probably little deserving of their 
panegyrics. Very few English historians of ihe mid^e 
ages are advocates of prerogative. This may be ascribed 
both to the equality of our laws and to the interest which 
the aristocracy found in courting popular favour, when 
committed against so formidable an adversary as the 
king. And even now, when the stream that once was 
hurried along gullies and dashed down precipices hardly 
betrays upon its broad and tranquil bosom the motion 
that actuates it, it must still be accounted a singular 
happiness of our constitution that, all ranks graduating 
harmoniously into one another, the interests of peers and 
commoners are radically interwoven ; each in a certain 
sen^e distinguishable, but not balanced like opposite 
weights, not separated like discordant fluids, not to be 
secured by insolence or jealousy, but by mutual adherence 
and reciprocal influences. 

From the time of Edward I. the feudal system and all 
the feelings connected with it declined very 
rapidly. But what the nobility lost in the wMchthe 
number of their military tenants was in some 
degree compensated by the state of manners, gave the 
The higher class of them, who took the chief 
share in public affairs, were exceedingly opulent ; and 
their mode of life gave wealth an incredibly greater 
efficacy than it possesses at present. Gentlemen of large 
estates and good families who had attached themselves to 
these great peers, who bore offices which we should call 
menial in their households, and sent their children thither 
for education, were of course ready to follow their banner 
in rising, without much inquiry into the cause. StiD 
less would the vast body of tenants and their retain^, 
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who were fed at the castle in time of peace, refuse to 
carry their pikes and staves into the field of battle. 
Many devices were used to preserve this aristocratic 
influence, which riches and ancestry of themselves ren- 
dered so formidable. Such was the maintenance of suits, 
or confederacies for the purpose of supporting each other’s 
claims in litigation, which was the subject of frec^uent 
complaints in parliament, and gave rise to several prohi- 
bitoiy statutes. By help of such confederacies parties 
were enabled to make violent entries upon the Imds they 
claimed, which the law itself could hardly be said to dis- 
courage." Even proceedings in courts of justice were 
often liable to intimidation and influence.® A practice 
much allied to confederacies of maintenance, though 
ostensibly more harmless, was that of giving liveries to 
all retainers of a noble family ; but it had an obvious 
tendency to preserve that spirit of factious attachments 
and animosities which it is the general policy of a wise 
government to dissipate. From the first year of Eichard 
II. we find continugil mention of this custom, with many 
legal provisions against it, but it was never abolished till 
the reign of Henry Til.® 

™ If a man was disseised of his land, B. U. c. 3, wag permitted to sit on the 
he might enter upon the disseisor and bench with the Jnstices of assise. Trials 
reinstate himself without course of law. were sometimea overawed by armed 
In what case this lij^t of entry was parlies, who endeavoured to prevent 
taken away, or tolled^ as it was expressed, their adversaries from appearing. Paston 
by the death or alienation of the dis- Letters, voL iii. p. 119. 
seisor, is a sulject extensive enough to ° From a passage in the Paston Let* 
•occupy two chapters of Littleton. What ters (voL li. p. 23) it appears that, far 
pertains to our inquiry is, that by an firom these acts being regarded, it was 
entry in the old law-books we must considered as a mark of respect to the 
understand an actual repossession of the king; when he came into a county, for 
•disseisee, not a suit in ejectment, as it is the noblemen and gentry to meet him 
now interpreted, bnt which Is a compa- with as many attendants injivery as they 
ratively modem proceeding. The first conld mnster. Sir John Paston was to 
remedy, says Britton, of the disseisee is provide twenty men in their livery- 
to collect a body of his firiends (recoiller gowns, and the dnke of Norfolk two 
amys et force), and without delay to cast hundred. This illustrates the weU-known 
out the disseisoiB, or at least to m a i nta in story of Henry YU. and the earl of 
flimself in posse^on along with them. Oxford, and shows the mean and op- 
c. 44. This entry ou^t indeed, by pressive conduct of the king in that 
5 B. XL stat i. c. 8, to be made peace- afi^, whidi Hume has pretended to 
ably; and the justices might assemble justify. 

file xKMtse comltatns to imprison persons In the of Edward IV. it Is said 
enterir^ on lands by violence (IS R. IL in the roll of parliament (voL v. p. 407), 
0 . 2), but these laws imply the fhcts that that, by yeving of liveries and signets, 
made them necessary. contrary to the statutes and ordinances 

*4^0 lord, or other person, by 20- made aforefyme malntenannce of q;aar< 
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These associations under powerful chiefs were only 
incidentally beneficial as they tended to with- « 
stand the abuses of prerogative. In their more haSte of 
usual course they were designed to thw-art the 
legitimate exercise of the king’s government in the 
administration of the laws. All Europe was a scene of 
inteelane anarchy during the middle ages; and though 
Bkigl^d was far less exposed to the scourge of private 
war than most nations on the continent, we should find, 
could we recover the local annals of every country, such 
an accumulation of petty rapine and tumult as would 
almost alienate us from the liberty which served to 
engender it. This was the common tenor of manners, 
sometimes so much aggravated as to fbud a place in 
general history,’^ more often attested by records during 
the three centuries that the house of Plantagenet sat on 
the throne. Disseisin, or forcible dispossession of free- 
holds, makes one of the most considerable articles in our 
law-books.'i Highway robbery was from the earliest 


rels, extortions, robberies, murders been 
multiplied and continaed within this 
reame, to the grete disturbaunce and in> 
qnietation of the same.” 

^ Thus to select one passage out of 
many: Eodem anno (1332) qnidam ma- 
lign!, fnlti quonindam magnatum prsesi- 
dio, regis adolescentiam spementes, et 
regnum pertuibare intendentes, in tantam 
turbam crevemnt, nemora etsaltus occn- 
paverunt, ita quod toti regno terrori es- 
eent. Walsingbam, p. 132. 

1 I am aware that in many, probably 
a great mojority of reported cases, this 
word was technically used, where some 
tmwarranted conveyance, such as a feoff- 
ment by the tenant for life, was held to 
bave wrongiht a disseisin; or where the 
plaintiff was allowed, for the purpose of 
a more convenient remedy, to feign him- 
self disseised, which was called disseisin 
by election. But several proofs might 
be brought from the parliamentary peti- 
tions, and I doubt not, if nearly looked 
at, from the Year-books, that in other 
cases there was an actual and violent 
expulsion. And the definition of dis- 
seisin in all the old writers, sndi as 
Britton and Littleton, is obIHonsly ftamed 
upon its primary meaning of violent dls- 
postiesgion, whkb the word had probably 


acquired long before the more peaceable 
disseisins, if I may use the e.\pression, 
became the sul(Ject of the remedy by 
assise. 

I would speak with deference of Lord 
Mansfield’s elaborate judgment in Tay- 
lor dem. Atkins v. Horde, 1 Burrow, 107, 
&C.; but some positions In it appear 
to me rather too strongly stated ; and 
particularly that the acceptance of the 
disseisor as tenant by the lord was neces- 
sary to render the disseisin complete; a 
condition which I have not found hinted 
In any law-book. See Butler’s note on 
Co. Litt p. 330; where that eminent 
lawyer expresses similar doubts as to 
Lord Mansfield’s reasoning. It may how- 
ever be remarked, that constmctlva or 
elective disseisins, being of a technicid 
nature, were more likely to produce 
cases in the Year-books than those ac- 
companied with actnal violence, which 
would commonly turn only on matters 
of fact, and be determined by a Jury, 

A remarkable instance of violent dis- 
seisin, amounting In effect to a private 
war, may be found In the Paston Letter? 
occupying most of the fourth volnr*’ 
One of the Paston family, claiming a 
ri^t to Caistor Castle, kept possession 
against the duke of Norfolk, whobroAj^ 
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times a sort of national crime- Capital pnnislimente, 
tliongb. very frequent, made little impression on a bold 
and a licentious crew, who bad at least tbe s^inpatby of 
those who had nothing to lose on their side, and flattering 
prospects of impunity. We know how long the outlaws 
of Sherwood lived in tradition — men who, like some of 
their betters, have been permitted to redeem by a few 
acts of generosity the just ignominy of extensive crimes. 
These, indeed, were the heroes of vulgar applause ; but 
when such a judge as Sir John Fortescue could exult that 
more Englishmen were hanged for robbery in one year 
than French in seven, and that, “ if an Englishman be 
poor, and see another having riches which may be taken 
from him by might, he will not spare to do so,” ' it may 
be perceived how thoroughly these sentiments had per- 
vaded the public mind. 

Such robbers, I have said, had flattering prospects of 
impunity. Besides the general want of communication, 
winch made one who had fled from his own neighbourhood 
tolerably secure, they had the advantage of extensive 
forests to facilitate their depredations and prevent detec- 
tion. When outlawed or brought to trial, the worst 
offenders could frequently purchase charters of pai’don, 
which defeated justice in the moment of her blow.* Nor 


a large force, and laid a regular siege to 
the place, till it surrendered for want of 
provisioiis. Two of the besiegers were 
filled. It does not appear that any l^al 
measures were taken to prevent or punish 
this outrage. 

' Difierence between an Absolute and 
Idznited Monarchy, p. 99. 

* The manner in which these were 
obtained, in spite of law, may be noticed 
among the violent courses of prerogative. 
By statute 2 E. m. c. 2, confirmed by 
10 E. IIL a 2, the king’s power of grant- 
ing pardons was taken away, except in 
cases of homicide per infortunium. 
Another act, 14 E. IIL c. 15, reciting that 
the former laws in this respect have not 
been kept, declares that all pardons con> 
traxy to them shaU be holden as nulL 
This however was disr^arded like the 
rest; and the commons began tacitly to 
recede from them, and endeavoured to 
compromise the question with the crown. 
By E. in. stat l, c. 2, without advert- 


ing to the existing provisions, which may 
therefore seem to be repealed by implica- 
tion, it is enacted that in every charter 
of pardon, granted at any one’s sugges- 
tion, the sn^stor’s name and the grounds 
of his suggestion shall he expressed, that 
if tbe same be found untrue it may be 
disallowed. And m 13 R. IL stat 2, c. 1, 
we are surprised to find the commons 
requesting that pardons mi^t not be 
granted, as if the sulgect were wholly 
unknown to the law ; the king protest- 
ing in reply that he will save his liberty 
and regality, as his progenitors had 
done belore, but conceding some regula- 
tions, far less remedial than what were 
provided already by the 27th of Ed- 
ward n. Pardons make a pretty large 
head in Brooke’s Abridgment, and wei..'i 
undoubtedlj^lranted without scruple by 
every one of our kings. A pardon ob- 
tained m a case of peculiar atrodiy is 
the subject of e specific remonstrance it 
23 H. VL Rot Part voL v. p. 111. 
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were the nobility ashamed to patronise men guilty of 
every crime. Several proofs of this occur in the rolls. 
Thus, for example, inihe 22nd of Edwaid III., the com- 
mons pray that, “ whereas it is notorious how robbers 
and malefactors infest the country, the king would charge 
the great men of the land that none such be maintained 
by them, privily or openly, but that they lend assistance 
to arrest and take such ill-doers.” * 

It is perhaps the most meritorious part of Edward I.’s 
government that he bent all his power to restrain these 
breaches of tranquillity. One of his salutary provisions 
is still in constant use, the statute of coroners. Another, 
more extensive, and, though partly obsolete, the founda- 
tion of modem laws, is 3ie statute of Winton, which, 
reciting that “ from day to day robberies, murders, burn- 
ings, and theffc be more often used than they have been 
heretofore} and felons cannot be attainted by the oath of 
jurors which had rather suffer robberies on strangers to 
pass without punishment than indite the offenders, of 
whom great part be people of the same country, or at 
least, if the offenders be of another country, the receivers 
be of places near,” enacts that hue and cry shall be made 
upon the commission of a robbery, and that the hundred 
shall remain answeraMo for the damage unless the felons 
be brought to justice. It maybe inferred from this pro- 

t Rot, Pari. Tol. ii. p. 201. A strange excluded from Ijearmg offices in Wales 
policy, for which no rational cause can he The Englidi living in the English towns 
alleged, kept Wales and even Cheshire of Wales earnestly petition, 23 H. VI. 
distinct from the rest of the kingdom. Rot Part voh v. p. 104, 154, that this 
Nothing could be more ii^urious to the exclusion may he kept in force. Com- 
a4}acent counties. Upon the credit of plaints of the disorderly state of the 
their immunity from the jurisdiction of Welsh frontier are repeated as late as 
the king’s courts, the people of Cheshire 12 E. IV. voL vi. p. 8. 
bit^e witib armed bands into the neigh- It is curious that, so early as 15 E. n. 
bonringcounties, and perpetrated all the a writ was addressed to the earl of 
crimes in their power. Rot. ParL voLiii. Arundel, justiciary of Wales, directing 
pw 81, 201, 440 ; StaL 1 H IV. c. IS. As him to cause twenty-four discreet persons 
to the Welsh frontier, it was constantly to he chosen from the north, and asmany 
almost in a state of war, which a very from the south of that principality, to 
little good sense and benevolence in any serve in parliament Rot Paxl. voi i. 
one of our shepherds would have easily p. 456. And we find a similar writ in 
prevented, by admitting the conquered the 20th of the same king. Prynne’e 
people to partake in equal privil^es Register, 4th part, p. 60. Willis says 
with their feUow-subjects. instead of that he has seen a return to one of these 
this, they satisfied themselves with precepts, much obliterated, but from 
aggravating the misdiief by granting which it appears that Conway, Beaumaris, 
legal reprisals upon Wel^men. Stat2 and Carnarvon returned members. Noti 
SL lV.~c. 16. Welshmen were absolutely tia Parliamentana, vol. i. prefacOi p. ^ 
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vision tliat the ancient law of frank-pledge, though 
retained longer in form, had lost its efficiency. By tifie 
same act, no s+ranger or suspicious person was to lodge 
even in the suburbs of towns ; the gates were to be kept 
looked from sunset to sunrising; every host to be 
answerable for his guest; the highways to be cleared of 
trees and underwood for two hundred feet on each side ; 
and every man to keep arms according to his substance 
in readiness to follow the sheriff on hue and cry raised 
offer felons." The last provision indicates that the rob- 
bers plundered the country in formidable bands. One of 
these, in a subsequent part of Edward’s reign, burned 
the town of Boston during a fair, and obtained a vast 
booty, though their leader had the ill fortune not to 
escape the gallows. 

The preservation of order throughout the country was 
originally intrusted not only to the sheriff, coroner, and 
constables, but to certain magistrates called conservators 
of Ihe peace. These, in conformity to the democratic 
character of our Saxon government, were elected by the 
freeholders in their county court.’' But Edward I. issued 
commissions to carry into effect the statute of Winton ; 
and from the beginning of Edward III.’s reign the 
appointment of conservators was vested in the crown, 
their authority gradually enlarged by a series of statutes, 
and their titles changed to that of justices. They were 
empowered to imprison and punish all rioters and other 
offenders, and such as they should find by indictment or 
suspicion to be reputed thieves or vagabonds, and to take 
sureties for good behaviour from persons of evil fame.^ 
Such a jurisdiction was hardly more arbitrary than, in a 
free and civilized age, it has been thought fit to vest in 
magistrates; but it was ill endured by a people who 
placed their notions of liberty in personal exemption 
from restraint rather than any political theory^ An act 
having been passed (2 R. 11. stat. 2, c. 6), in consequence 
of unusual riots and outrages, enabling magistrates to 


® Thestatute of Winton was confirmed, 34 E. IIL^ip. 1 ; 7 R. IL c. 6. The irusti- 
and proclaimed afresh hy the sheriffs, 7 B. tntion excited a good deal of iUowill, even 
ILa 6, after an era of great disorder. before these strong acts were passed. 

* Blackstone, voL i c. 9 ; Carte, voL ii Many petitions of the commons in the 
p. 203. 28th E. UL, and other years, complain ol 

t 1 E. IIL stat 2, a 16; 4 E IIL c. 2; it Rot Part voL ii. 
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commit the ringleaders of tumidtuary assemblies without 
waiting for leg^L process till the next arrival of justices of 
gaol derive^, the commons petitioned next year against 
this “horrible grievous ordinance,” by which “every 
freeman in the kingdom would be in bondage to these 
justices,” contrary to the great charter, and to many 
statutes, which forbid any man to be taken without due 
course of law.* So sensitive was their jealousy of arbi- 
traiy imprisonment, that they preferred enduring riot 
and robbery to chastising them by any means that might 
afford a precedent to oppression, or weaken men’s rever- 
ence for Magna Charta. 

There are two subjects remaining to which this retro- 
spect of the state of manners naturally leads us, and 
wliich I would not pass unnoticed, though not perhaps 
absolutely essential to a constitutional history ; because 
they tend in a very material degree to illustrate the pro- 
gress of society, with which civil liberty and regular* 
government are closely connected. These are, first, the 
servitude or villenage of the peasantry, and their gradual 
emancipation from that condition; and, seconfiy, the 
continual increeise of commercial intercourse with foreign 
countries. But as the latter topic will fall more conve- 
niently into the next part of this work, I shall postpone 
its consideration for the present. 

In a former passage I have remarked of the Anglo- 
Saxon ceorls that neither their situation nor 
tiiat of their descendants for the earlier reigns of the 
after the Conquest appears to have been mere 
servitude. But from the time of Henry 11., as andgridnai 
we learn from Glanvil, the villein, so called, 
was absolutely dependent upon his lord’s will, com- 
pelled to unlimited services, and destitute of property, 
not only in the land he held for his maintenance, but in 
his own acquisitions.* If a villein purchased or in- 
herited land, the lord might seize it ; if he accumulated 
stock, its possession was equally precarious. ^ Against 
his lord he had no right of action ; because his indem- 

■ Bot. Pari. voL lit p. 65. It may be ingly call tt an ordinance in their present 
observed that this act, a B. n. c. 16, was petition. This naturally increased theii 
not fimnded on a petition, but on the animosity in treating It as an infrii^ 
king's answer ; ao that the commons ment of the subject’s right 
were not real parties to It and accord- • Glanvil, X.T* 0.5. ■'* 
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nity in damages, if lie could have recovered any, might 
have been immediately taken away. If he fled from his 
lord’s service, or from the land which he held, a writ 
issued de nativitate probandd, and the master recovered 
his fugitive by law. His children were bom to the 
same state of servitude ; and, contrary to the rule of the 
civil law, where one parent was free and the other in 
villenage, the offspring followed their father’s condition. “ 
This was certainly a severe lot ; yet there are circum- 
stances which materially distinguish it from slavery. 
The condition of villenage, at least in later times, was 
perfectly relative; it formed no distinct order in the 
political economy. No man was a villein in the eye 
of law, unless his master claimed him : to all others he 
was a freeman, and might acquire, dispose of, or sue for 
property without impediment. Hence Sir E. Coke 
argues that villeins are included in the 29th article ol 
Magna Charfca : “No freeman shall be disseised nor im- 
prisoned.”® For murder, rape, or mutilation of his 
villein, the lord was iudictable at the king’s suit ; though 
not for assault or imprisonment, which were within the 
sphere of his seignorial authority.^ 

l» According to Bracton, the bastard ever as a villein. But, on the contrary 
cf a nief, or female vUlein^-was bom in we find in Britton, a century later, that 
servitude; and where the parents lived the nief hers^f by such a marriage be- 
en a villein tenement, the children of a came free during the coverture, c. 31. 
nief, even thon^ married to a freeman, []Note XIII.] 

werevilleinSjl.iv. C.21; andseeBeames’s ®I must confess that I have some 
translation of Glanvil, p. 109. But lit- doubts how far this was law at the epoch 
tleton lays down an opposite doctrine, of Magna Charta. Glanvil and Bracton 
that a bastard was necessarily free; be- both speak of the Btatm villenagii, as 
canse, being the diild of no lather in the opposed to that of liberty, and seem to 
contemplation of law, be could not be consider it as a civil condition, not a 
presumed to iuherit servitude from any merely personal relation. The civil law 
one ; and makes no distmetion as to the and the French treatise of Beanmanoir 
parent’s residence. Sect. 188. Imo^ly hold the same language. And Sir Robert 
take notice of this change in the law be- Cotton maintains without hesitation that 
tween the reigns of Henry IIL and Ed- villeins are not within the 29th section 
ward IV. as an instance of the bias which of Magna Charta, “ being excluded by the 
the judges showed in fevour of personal word liber.” Cotton’s Posthnma, p. 22,3. 
freedom. Another, if we can rely upon Britton, however, a little after Bracton, 
it, is more important. In the reign of says that in an action the villein is 
Henry II. a freeman marrying a nief, answerable to all men, and all men to 
and settling on a villein tenement, lost him. p. 79. And later judges, in favorem 
the privileges of freedom during the time libertatis^ gave this constmetion to the 
of his occupation; legem terree quasi villein’s situation, which must therefore 
nativos amittit. Glanvil, L v, c. 6, This be considered as the clear law of England 
was consonant to the customs of some in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, 
^er countries, some of whicn went ^ Littleton, sect 189, 190, speaks only 
urther, and treated such a person for of an appeal in the two former cases*. 
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This class was distinguished into villeins regardant, 
who had been attached from time immemorial to a cer- 
tain manor, and villeins in gross, where such territorial 
prescription had never existed, or had been broken. In 
the condition of these, whatever has been said by some 
writers, I can find no manner of difference ; the distinc- 
tion was merely technical, and affected only the mode 
of pleading.® The term in gross is appropriated in our 
legal language to property held absolutely and without 
reference to any other. Thus it is applied to rights of 
advowson or of common, when possessed simply and not 
as incident to any particular lands.' And there can be 
no doubt that it was used in the same sense for the pos- 
session of a villein.^ But there was a class of persons, 
sometimes inaccurately confounded with villeins, whom 
it is more important to sepaiate. ViUenage had a 
double sense, as it related to persons or to lands. As 
all men were free or villeins, so all lands were held by 
a free or villein tenure- As a villein might be en- 
feoffed of freeholds, though they lay at the mercy of his 
lord, so a freeman might hold tenements in villenage. 
In this case his personal liberty subsisted along with 
the burthens of tenitorial servitude. He was bound to 
arbitrary service at the will of the lord, and he might 
by the same will be at any moment dispossessed ; for 
such was the condition of his tenure. But his chattels 

but an indictment is & fortiori ; and be field's Norfolk, vol. h'i. p. 860. Mr. Har- 
says, sect. 194, that an indictment, grave supposes that viUeins in gross 
though not an appeal, lies against the were never numerous (Case of Somerset, 
lord for maiming his vCLlein- Howell’s State Trials, voL sx. p. 42) : 

® Gnrdon, on Courts Baron, p. 592, sup- drawing this inference from the few cases 
poses the rillein in gross to have been relative to them that occur in the Year- 
the Lazzus or Servns of early times, a books. And certainly the form of a writ 
domestic serf, and of an inferior species de nativitate probandH. and the peculiar 
to the cultivator, or villein regardant, evidence it required, which maybe found 
Unluckily Bracton and Littleton do not in Fitzherbert’s Natura Brevium, or in 
confirm this notion, whidh would be con- Mr. H.’s argument, are only applicable 
venient enough; for in Domesday Book to the other species. It is a donhtful 
there is a marked distinction between point whether a freeman could, in con- 
the Servi and ViUani. Blackstone ex- templation of law, become a villein in 
presses himself inaccurately when he says gross; though his confession in a court 
theviUein in gross was annexed to the of record, upon a suit already commenced 
person of the lord, aitd tran^erable by (for this was requisite^, would estop him 
deed from one owner to another. By from claiming his lil^riy; and 
this means indeed a villein regardant Bracton speaks of this proceeding as a 
would become a vUlein in gross, but all mode by whicha freeman mi^t fitU into 

▼meins were alike liable to be sold by servitude. 

Ibelr owners. Littleton, sect 181 . Blome- ~ “News XIV.", 
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were seciire from seizure, Ms person from injury, and he 
might leave the land whenever he pleased.® 

From so disadvantageous a condition as this of villen- 
age it may cause some surprise that the peasantry of 
England should have ever emerged. The law incapa- 
citating a villein from acquiring property, placed, one 
would imagine, an insurmountahle barrier in the way of 
his enfranchisement. It followed from thence, and is 
positively said by Glanvil, that a villein could not buy 
ids freedom, because the price he tendered would 
already belong to his lord.^ And even in the case of 
free tenants in villenage it is not easy to comprehend 
how their uncertain and unbounded services could ever 
pass into slight pecuniaay commutations; much less 
how they could come to maintain themselves in their 
lands, and mock the lord with a nominal tenure accord- 
ing to the custom of the manor. 

This, like many others relating to the progress of 
society, is a very obscure inquiry. We can trace the 
pedigree of princes, fill up the catalogue of towns be- 
sieged and provinces desolated, describe even the whole 
pageantry of coronations and festivals, but we cannot 
recover ihe genuine history of mankind. It has passed 
away with slight and partial notice by contemporary 
writers; and our most patient industry can hardly at 
present put together enough of the fragments to suggest 
a tolerably clear representation of ancient manners and 
social life. I cannot profess to undertake what would 
require a command of books as well as leisure beyond 
my reach ; but the following observations may tend a 
little to illustrate our immediate subject, the gradual 
extinction of villenage. 

If we take what may be considered as the simplest 
case, that of a manor divided into demesne lands of the 
lord’s occupation and those in the tenure of his villeins, 
performing aU the services of agriculture for him, it is 
obvious that his interest was to maintain just so many 
of these as his estate required for its cultivation. Land, 
the cheapest of articles, was the price of their labour ; 
and though the law did not compel him to pay this or 
any other price, yet necessity, repairing in some degree 

« Bracton, 1. ii, c. 8 ; 1. iv. c. 28 ; Litfleton, sect. 172. 

« ^ Glaavil, L iv c. 5. 
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the law’s injustice, made those pretty secure of food and 
dwell^gs who were to ^ve the strength of their arms 
for his ad.vantage. But in course of time, as alienations 
of small parcels of manors to free tenants came to pre- 
vail, the proprietors of land were placed in a new situa- 
tion relatively to its cultivators. Ihe tenements in 
villenage, whether by law or usage, were never separ 
rated from the lordship, while its domain was reduced 
to a smaller extent through subinfeudations, sales, or 
demises for valuable rent. The purchasers under these 
alienations had occasion for labourers ; and these would 
be free servants in respect of such employers, though in 
villenage to their original lord. As he demanded less 
of their labour, through the diminution of his domain, 
they had more to spare for other masters ; and retaining 
the character of villeins and the lands they held by that 
tenure, became hired labourers in husbandry for the 
greater part of the year. It is true that all their earn- 
ings were at the lord’s disposal, and that he might have 
made a profit of their labour when he ceased to require 
it for his own land. But this, which the rapacity of 
more commercial times would have instantly suggested, 
might escape a feudal superior, who, wealthy beyond 
his wants, and guarded by the haughtiness of ancestry 
against the desire of such pitiful gains, was better 
pleased to win the affection of his dependants than to 
improve his fortune at their expense. 

The services of villenage were gradually rendered less 
onerous and uncertain. Those of husbandry, indeed, 
are naturally uniform, and might be anticipated with no 
small exactness. Lords of generous tempers granted 
indulgences which were either intended to be or readily 
became perpetual. And thus, in the time of Edward I., 
we find the tenants in some manors bound only to stated 
services, as recorded in the lord’s book.' Some of these, 
perhaps, might be villeins by blood; but free tenants in 
villenage were still more likely to obtain this precision 

1 Dugdale’s Warwickshire, apud Eden’s HL, the Jniy present, that W. G., a ril* 
State of the Poor, vol. i. p. 13 . A pas- lein by blood, was a rebel and nngratefnl 
sage in another lo^ history rather seems toward his lord, for which all bis tene> 
to indicate that some kind of delin(inen(^ znents were seized. His offence was tLe 
was usnally alleged, and some ceremony having said that the lord kept four stolen 
employed, before the lord entered on the sheep is his field. Blomefield’s Norfolk 
villein’s land In Gissing manor, 39 E. voL i. p. 114 . 
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in their services ; and from claiming a customary right 
to be entered in the court-roll upon the same terms as 
their predecessors, prevailed at length to get copies of 
it for their security.^ Proofs of this remarkable trans- 
formation from tenants in villenage to copyholders are 
found in the reign of Henry III. 1 do not know, how- 
ever, that they were protected, at so early an epoch, in 
the possession of tli^ir estates. But it is said in the 
Year-book of the 42nd of Edward III. to be “ admitted 
for clear law, that, if the customary tenant or copyholder 
does not perform his services, the lord may seize his 
land as forfeited.””^ It seems implied herein, that, so 
long as the copyholder did continue to perform the re- 
^lar stipulations of his tenure, the lord was not at 
liberty to divest him of his estate ; and this is said to 
be confirmed by a passage in Britton, which has escaped 
my search ; though Littleton intimates that copyholders 
could have no remedy against their lord." However, 
in the reign of Edward IV. this was put out of doubt by 
the^ judges, who permitted the copyholder to bring his 
action of trespass against the lord for dispossession. 

While some of Sie more fortunate villeins crept up 
into property as well as freedom under the name of 
copyholders, the greater part enfranchised themselves in 
a different manner. The law, which treated them so 
harshly, did not take away the means of escape ; nor 
was this a matter of difficulty in such a counti^ as 
England. To this, indeed, the unequal progression of 
agriculture and population in different counties would 
have naturally contributed. Men emigrated, as they 
always must, in search of cheapness or employmcmt, 

It Gurdon on Conrts Baron, p. 5^4. latter might not be pennitted to sue his 

*“ Brooke's Abridgm. Tenant par superior, yet it does not follow that he 
copie, 1. By the extent-roll of the manor might not bring his action against any 
of Brisingham in Norfolk, in 1254, it person acting under the lord's direction, 
appears that there were then ninety- in which Ihe defendant could not set up 
four copyholders and six cottagers in an illegal authority; just as, although 
villenage ; the former performing many, no writ runs against the irin g^ his' mi- 
bnt determinate services of labour for nisters or ofiBcers are not justified in act- 
the lord. Blomefield’s Norfolk, vcl. L ing under his command contrary to law. 
?• 34. ^ I wish this note to he considered as cor^ 

LittL sect 77 . A copyholder with- recting one in my first volume, p. 200, 
out legal remedy may seem little better where I have said that a trimt-iay j^w in 
than a tenant in mere villenage, except France rendered the distinction between 
in name. Bnt though, from the relation a serf and a homme da poote little more 
between the lord and copyholder tne than theoreticaL, 
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according to the tide of human necessities. But the 
villein, who had no additional motive to urge his steps 
away from his. native place, might. well hope to be for- 
gotten or undiscovered when he breathed a freer air, 
and engaged his voluntary labour to a distant master. 
The lord had indeed an action against him ; but there 
was so little communication between remote parts of the 
country, that it might be deemed his fault or singular 
ill-fortune if he were compelled to defend himself. Even 
in that case the law inclined to favour him; and so 
many obstacles were thrown in the way of these suits 
to reclaim fugitive villeins, that they could not have 
operated materially to retard their general enfranchise- 
ment.® In one case, indeed, that of unmolested residence 
for a year and a day within a walled city or borough, 
the viUein became free, and the lord was absolutely 
barred of his remedy. This provision is contained even 
in the laws of William the Conqueror, as contained in 
Hoveden, and, if it be not an interpolation, may be^ 
supposed to have had a view to strengthen the popu^ 
lation of those places which were designed for garrisons.. 
This law, whether of William or not, is unequivocally- 
mentioned by Glanvil.P Nor was it a mere letter. 
According to a record in the sixth of Edward II., Sir 
John Clavering sued eighteen villeins of his manor of- 
Cossey, for withdrawing themselves therefrom with 
their chattels ; whereupon a writ was directed to them ; 
but six of the number claimed to be freemen, alleging' 
the Conqueror’s chaiTer, and offering to prove that they 
had lived in Norwich, paying scot and lot, about thirty' 
years ; which claim was admitted.*^ 

By such means a large proportion of the peasantry- 
before the middle of the fourteenth century had become 
hired labourers instead of villeins. We first hear of them 
on a grand scale in an ordinance made hy Edward HI. 
in the twenty-third year of his reign. This was just 
after the dreadful pestilence of 1348, and it recites that, 
the number of workmen and servants having been 

® See the rules of pleading and evi- ** Blomefield's Norfolk, voL i p. 657. 
denoe in questions of Tillenage fully X know not how fer this privilege was 
stated in Mr. Hargrave's ai^uzaent in supposed to he impaired hy the statute 
the case of Somerset Howell’s State 34 E. HI. c. XI ; which however might, 
Trials, voL xx. p. 38. I ^ould conceive, very well siand aloas 

P L v. c. V, with it 

VOL* HL 
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greatly reduced by that calamity, the remainder de- 
manded excessive wages from their employers. Such 
an enhancement in the price of labour, though founded 
exactly on the same principles as regulate the value of 
any other commodity, is too frequently treated as a sort 
of crime by lawgivers, who seem to grudge the poor 
that transient melioration of their lot which the progress 
of population, or other analogous circumstances, will, 
without any interference, very rapidly take away. This 
ordinance therefore enacts that every man in England, 
of whatever condition, bond or free, of able body, and 
within sixty years of age, not living of his own, nor by 
any trade, shall be obliged, when required, to serve any 
master who is willing to hire him at such wages as 
were usually paid three years since, or for some time 
preceding ; provided that the lords of villeins or tenants 
in villenage shall have the preference of their labour, so 
that they retain no more than shaE be necessary for 
them. More than these old wages is strictly forbidden 
to be offered, as well as demanded. No one is permitted, 
under colour of charity, to give alms to a beggar. And, 
to make some compensation to the inferior classes for 
these severities, a clause is inserted, as wise, just, and 
practicable as the rest, for the sale of provisions at 
reasonable prices.' 

This ordinance met with so little regard that a statute 
was made in parliament two years after, fixing the wages 
of all artificers and husbandmen, with regard to Sie 
nature and season of their labour. From this time it 
became a frequent complaint of the commons that the 
statute of labouT«^rs was not kept. The king had in 
this case, probajly, no other reason for leaving their 
grievance unredressed than his inability to change the 
order of Providence. A silent alteration had been 
wi’ought in the condition and ohai-aoter of the lower 
classes during the reign of Edward III. This was the 
effect of increased knowledge and refinement, which 
had been making a considerable progress for full half a 
century, though they did not readily permeate the cold 
region of poverty and ignorance. It was natural that 
the country people, or uplandish folk, as they wero 
called, should repine at the exclusion from that enjoy- 
' siftt 23 E. m. 
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ment of uuinpetence, and security for the fruits of their 
labour, which the inhabitants of towns so fully possessed. 
The fourteenth century was, in many parts of Europe, 
the age when a sense of political servitude was most 
keenly felt. Thus the insurrection of the Jacquerie in 
France about the year 1358 had the same character,, and 
resulted in a great measure from the same causes, as that 
of the English peasants in 1382. And we may account 
in a similar manner for the democratical tone of the 
French and Flemish cities, and for the prevalence of a 
spirit of liberty in Germany and Switzerland.* 

I do not know whether we should attribute part 
of this revolutionary concussion to the preaching of 
Wicliffe’s disciples, or look upon both one and the other 
as pheenomena belonging to fliat particular epoch in the 
progress of society. New principles, both as to civil 
rule and religion, broke suddenly upon the uneducated 
mind, to render it bold, presumptuous, and turbulent. 
But at least I make littie doubt that the dislike of 
ecclesiastical power, which spread so mpidly among the 
people at this season, connected itself with a siDirit of 
insubordination and an intolerance of political subjec- 
tion. Both were nourished by the same teachers, the 
lower secular clergy ; and however distinct we may 
think a religious reformation from a civil anarchy, there 
was a good deal common in the language by which the 
populace were inflamed to either one or the other. 
Even the scriptural moralities which were then ex- 
hibited, and wMch became the foundation of our theatre, 
afforded fuel to the spirit of sedition. The common 
original and common destination of mankind, with 
every other lesson of equality which religion supplies to 
humble or to console, were displayed with coarse and 
glaring features in these representations. The famili- 
arity of such ideas has deadened their effects upon our 
minds ; but when a rude peasant, surprisingly destitute 
of religious instruction during that corrupt age of the 
church, was led at once to these impressive truths, 

' e cannot be astonished at the intoxication of mind 
they produced.* 

[Noib XV.] Mcribing this effect to Wicliffe’s innoTa- 

1 1 nave been more inffuenced by tions, because the historians are prejuf 
natinral probabilities than testimony in diced witnasses against him. Several of 

TX 2 
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ThoTiglx I "believe lliat, compared at least witli the 
aristocracy of other coxintries, the English lords were 
guilty of very little cruelty or injustice, yet there were 
circumstances helonging to that period which might 
tempt them to deal more hardly than before with their 
peasantry. The fourteenth century was an age of greater 
magnificence than those which had preceded, in dress, 
in ceremonies, in buildings ; foreign luxuries were known 
enough to excite an eager demand among the higher 
ranks, and yet so scarce as to yield inordinate prices ; 
while the landholders were, on the other hand, impover- 
ished by heavy and unceasing taxation. Hence it is 
probable that avarice, as commonly happens, had given 
birth to oppression ; and if the gentry, as I am inclined 
to believe, had become more attentive to agricultural 
improvements, it is reasonable to conjecture that those 
whose tenure obliged them to unlimited services of hus- 
bandry were more harassed than under their wealthy and 
indolent masters in preceding times. 

The storm that sdmost swept away all bulwarks of 
civilized and regular society seems to have been long in 
collecting itself. Perhaps a more sagacious legislature 
might have contrived to disperse it : but the commons 
only presented complaints of the refractoriness with 
which villeins and tenants in villenage rendered their 
due services ; " and the exigencies of government led to 
the fatal poll-tax of a groat, which was the proximate 
cause of Qie insurrection. By the demands of these 
rioters we perceive that territorial servitude was far from 
extinct ; but it should not be hastily concluded that they 
were all personal villeins, for a large proportion were 
Kentish-men, to whom that condition could not have 
applied ; it being a good bar to a writ de nativitate pro- 
'fendl that the party’s father was bom in* the county of 
Kent.* 


connexion between 
his opinions and the rebellion of 1382; 
especially Walsingbam, p. 288. This 
implies no reflection npon Widiffe, any 
more thjui the crimes of the anabaptists 
In Mnnster do npon Lnther. Every one 
fi^ows the distich of John Ball, which 
cflfesprehenda the essence of religions 
Qdemoczacy: 

‘•When Adam delved and Eve span, 
Where was then the gentleman ?” 


The sermon of this priest, as related 
by Walsingbam, p. 2Y5, derives its argu- 
ment for equality fiom the common 
origin of the species. He is said to have 
been a» disciple of Widiffe. Turner’s 
Hist of England, voL ii. p. 420. 

“ Stat 1 R. U. c. 6 ; Rot Part vol. iii. 

p.21. 

^ 30 E. L, in Eitzherbert Villenage^ 
apud Lambard’s Perambulation of Kent 
p, 632, Somner on GavelhiDd, p. T2, 
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After tbiis tremendotis rebellion it miglit be expected 
that the legislature would use little indulgence towards 
the lower commons. Such unhappy tumrits are doubly 
mischievous, not more from the immediate calamities 
that attend them than from the fear and hatred of the 
people which they generate in the elevated classes. The 
general charter of manumission extorted from the king 
by the rioters of Blackheath was annulled by proclama- 
tion to the sheriffs,^ and this revocation approved by the 
lords and commons in parliament ; who added, as was 
very true, that such enfranchisement could not be made 
without their consent ; “ which they would never give 
to save themselves from perishing all together in one 
day.” “ Eiots were turned into treason by a law of the 
same parliament.*^ By a very harsh statute in the 12th 
of Eichard II. no servant or labourer could depart, even 
at the expiration of his service, from the hundred in 
which he lived without permission under the king’s seal ; 
nor might any who had been bred to husbandry till 
twelve years old exercise any other caEing.^ A few 
years afterwards the commons petitioned that villeins 
might not put their children to school in order to ad- 
vance them by the church; “ and this for the honour of 
all the freemen of the kingdom.” In the same parlia- 
ment they complained that villeins fly to cities and 
boroughs, whence their masters cannot recover them ; 
and, if they attempt it, are hindered by the people ; and 
prayed that the lords might seize their villeins in such 
places without regard to the franchises thereof. But on 
both these petitions the king put in a negative.® 

From henceforward we find little notice taken of vil- 
lenage in parliamentary records, and there seems to have 
been a rapid tendency to its entire abolition. But the 

y Ryiner, t viL p. 316, &c. The king b 12 R. n. c. 3. 
holds tbia hitter language to the villeins ® Rot. Pari. 15 R. IL vol. iii. p. 294, 
of Essex, after the death of Tyler and 296. The statute 7 H. lY. c, 17, enacts 
execution of the other leaders had dis- that no one shall put his son or daughter 
concerted them: Rustid quidem fuistis apprentice to any trade in a borough, 
et estis. In hondagio pennanebitis, non unless he have land or rent to the value 
ut hacteuus, sed incomparahiliter viliori, of twenty dullings a year, but that any 
fcc. Walsingham.p. 269. * one may put his children to school, 

* Rot ParL voU iiL p. 100. The reason assigned is the scarcity <A 

• 6 R IL c. 7. The words are, riot labourers in husbandry, in consequence 

rumour n'autres sernllams; rather a of people living in Upland apprenticicj 

general way of creating a new treasons their children. 
b»tt. mnic puts an end to jealousy. 
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fifteenih century is barren of materials ; and we can onlr 
infer that, as the same causes which in Edward IIl/s 
time had converted a large portion of the peasantry into 
free labourers still continued to operate, they must 
silently have extinguished the whole system of personal 
and territorial servitude. The latter, indeed, was essen- 
tially changed by the establishment of the law of copy- 
hold. 

I cannot presume to conjecture in what degree volun- 
tary manumission is to be reckoned among the means 
that contributed to the abolition of vdlenage. Charters 
of enfranchisement were very common upon the continent. 
They may perhaps have been less so in England. In- 
deed the statute de donis must have operated very in- 
juriously to prevent the enfranchisement of villeins 
regardant, who were entailed along with the land. 
Instances, however, occur from time to time, and we 
cannot expect to discover many. One appears as early 
as the fifteenth year of Henry III., who gTants to aU 
persons bom or to be bom within his village of Contis- 
hall, that they shall be free from all villenage in body 
and Mood, paying an aid of twenty shillings to knight 
the king^s eldest son, and six shillings a year as a quit- 
rent.*^ So in the twelfth of Edward III. certain of the 
king’s villeins are enfranchised on payment of a fine.* 
In strictness of law, a fine from the villein for the sake of 
enfranchisement was nugatory, since all he could pos- 
sess was already at his lord’s disposal. But custom and 
equity rnight easily introduce different maxims ; and it 
was plainly for the lord’s interest to encourage his 
tenants in the acquisition of money to redeem them- 
selves, rather than to quench the exertions of their 
mdusiry by availing himself of an extreme right. Deeds 
of enfranchisement occur in the reigns of Mary and Eliza- 
beth; ^ and perhaps a commission of the latter princess 
in 1574, directing the enfranchisement of her bondmen 
and bondwomen on certain manors upon payment of a 

d Blomefleld’s Norfolk, voL iii. p. 571. that no instance exists in records of an 

* Rymer, t v. p. 44. estate sol(kwith the labourers and their 

f Guidon on Courts Baron, p. 596 ; families attached to the soil. Pinker- 
J^ox. Fonnnlare Angbcannm, p. 420 ; ton's Hist, of Scotland, voL i. p. 147. Bet 
Barrington on Ancient Statutes, p. 278. Mr. Chalmers, in his Caledonia, has 
Iti^ said in U modem book that villen- brought several pnofs that this assertion 
age was very rare in Scotland, and even is too generaL 
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fine, is tlie last unequivocal testimony to tlie existence of 
villenage ; ® thongli it is higHy probable that it existed 
in remote parts of the country some time longer.^ 

From this general view of the English constitution, as 
it stood about the time of Henry VI., we must of 
turn our eyes to the political revolutions which Henry vi, 
clouded the latter years of his reign. The minority of 
this piince, notwithstanding the vices and dissensions of 
his court and the inglorious discomfi.ture of our arms in 
France, was not perhaps a calamitous period. The 
country grew more wealthy ; the law was, on the whole, 
better observed ; the povrer of parliament more complete 
and effectual than in preceding times. But Henry’s 
weakness of understanding, becoming evident as he 
reached manhood, rendered his reign a perpetual mi- 
nority. His marriage with a princess of strong mind, 
but ambitious and vindictive, rather tended to weaken 
the government and to accelerate his downfall ; a certain 
reverence that had been paid to the gentleness of the* 
king’s disposition being overcome by her unpopularity.. 
By degrees Henry’s natural feebleness degenerated 
most into fatuity ; and this unhappy condition seems to* 
have overtaken him nearly about the time when it became 
an arduous task to withstand the assault in preparation: 
against his government. This may properly introduce a 
great constitutional subject, to which some peculiar cir- 
cumstances of our own age have imperiously directed the 
consideration of parliament. Though the proceedings of 
1788 and 1810 are undoubtedly precedents of far more- 
authority than any that can be derived from our ancient 
history, yet, as the seal of the legislature has not yet been 
set upon this controversy, it is not perhaps altogether 
beyond the possibility of future discussion ; and at least 
it cannot be uninteresting to look back on those parallel 
or analogous cases by which the deliberations of parlia- 
ment upon the question of regency were guided. 

s Barrington, nbi snpra, from Bymer. ment was in no case given in favour 

h There are several later cases re- of the plea; eo that we can infer no- 
ported wherein villenage was pleaded, thing as to the actual continuance of 
and one of them as late as the 15th of villenage. 

James L (Noy, p. 27.) See ftaigrave's It is remaaltahle, and may he deemed 
argument, State Trials, vol. xx. p 41. by somepersons a proofof legal pedantry. 
But these are so briefly stated, that it that Sir E. Coke while he dilates on the 
is difflcGlt in general to understand law of villenage, never intimates that 11 
Ibem. It is obvious, however, that judg- was become antiquated, ^ 
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WHle the kings of England retained their continental 
dominions, and were engaged in the wars to 
which those gave birth, they were of course 
regencies: frequently absent from this country. Upon 
such occasions the administration seems at first to have 
devolved officially on the justiciary, as chief servant of 
the crown. But Henry III. began the practice of ap- 
pointing lieutenants, or guardians of the realm (custodes 
regni), as they were more usually termed, by 
'^ay of temporary substitutes. They were 
in usually nominated by the king without consent 
of parliament; and their office carried with it 
the right of exercising all the prerogatives of the crown. 
It was of course determined by the king’s return ; and a 
distinct statute was necessary in the reign of Henry V. 
to provide that a parliament called by the guardian of 
the realm during the king’s absence should not be dis- 
solved by that event.' The most remarkable circum- 
stance attending those lieutenancies was that they were 
sometimes conferred on the heir apparent during his 
infancy. The Black Prince, then duke of Cornwall, was 
left guardian of the realm in 1339, when he was but ten 
years old ; ^ and Richard his son, when still younger, 
in 1372, during Edward III.’s last expedition into 
Prance.” 

These do not however bear a very close analogy to 
Tegencies in the stricter sense, or substitutions during 
the natural incapacity of the sovereign. Of such there 
had been several instances before it became necessary 
at the ^ deficiency arising from Henyy’s 

Accession of derangement. 1 . At the death of J ohn, William 
Heoryni.; Pembroke assumed the title of rector 

regis et regni, with the consent of the loyal barons who 
had just proclaimed the young king, and probably con- 
ducted the government in a great measure by their 
advice.® But the circumstances were too critical, and 
the time is too remote, to give this precedent any material 
weight. 2. Edward I. being in Sicily at his 

’ father’s death, the nobility met at the Temple 

• 

isay.c.1. 13 1!.. IIL vol. ii. p. 107. 

k This pnnce having been sent to '' “ Rymer, t. vL p. 748. 

Antwerp, six commissiuneTB were ap-* ^ Matt Pans, p. 243. 
iwfcited to open parliament Eot Part 
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ckuroh; as we are informed by a contemporary v/iiter, 
and, after making a new gi*eat seal, appointed the arch- 
bishop of York, Edward earl of Com wall, and the earl of 
Gloucester, to be ministers and guardians of the realm ; 
who accordingly conducted the administration in the 
king’s name until his return." It is here observable that 
the earl of Cornwall, though nearest prince of the blood, 
was not supposed to enjoy any superior title to the 
regency, wherein he was associated with two other per- 
sons. But while the crown itself was hardly acknow- 
ledged to be unquestionably hereditary, it would be 
strange if any notion of such a right to ^e regency had 
been entertained. 3. At the accession of Edward HI., 
then fourteen years old, the parliament, which ^ 

was immediately summoned; nominated four 
bishops, four earls, and six barons as a standing council, 
at the head of which the earl of Lancaster seems to have 
been placed, to advise the king in all business of govern- 
ment. It was an article in the charge of treason, or, as 
it was then styled, of accroaching royal power, against 
Mortimer, that he intermeddled in the king’s household 
without the assent of this council.^ They may be deemed 
therefore a sort of parliamentary regency, though the 
duration of their functions does not seem to be defined. 
4. The proceedings at the commencement of 
the next reign are more worthy of attention. 

Edward HI. dying June 21, 1377, the keepers of the 
great seal next day, in absence of the chancellor beyond 
sea, gave it into the young king’s hands before his coun- 
cil. He immediately delivered it to the duke of Lancas- 
ter, and the duke to Sir Nicholas Bode for safe custody. 
Four days afterwards the king in council delivered the 
seal to the bishop of St. David’s, who affixed it the same 
day to divers letters patent.'^ Bichard was at this time 
ten years and six months old; an age certainly very 
unfit for the personal execution of sovereign authority. 
Yet he was supposed capable of reigning without the aid 
of a regency. This might be in virtue of a sort- of magic 
ascribed by lawyers to the great seal, the possession of 
which bars all further inquiry, and renders any govern- 
ment legal. The practice of modem times requiiing the 

<» Matt WestmouasL ap. Brady^s History of England, vol. iL p. 1. 

P Rot. ParL voL iL p. 52. *1 Rymer, t. viL p. Ill 
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constant exercise of tlie sign manual has made a public 
confession of incapacity necessaay in many cases where 
it might have been concealed or overlooked in earlier 
periods of the constitution. But though no one was 
invested with the office of regent, a council of twelve was 
named by the prelates and peers at the king’s coronation, 
July 16, 1377, without whose concurrence no public 
measure was to be carried into effect. I have mentioned 
in another place the modifications introduced from time 
to time by parliament, which might itself be deemed 
a great council of regency duiing the first years of 
Richard. 

5. The next instance is at the accession of Henry VI. 

This prince was but nine months old at his 
® ^ father’s death ; and whether from a more evi- 
dent incapacity for the conduct of government in his 
case than in that of Richard II., or from the progress of 
constitutional principles in the forty years elapsed since 
the latter’s accession, far more re^arity and delibera- 
tion were shown in supplying the defect in the executive 
authority. Upon the news arriving that Henry V, was 
dead, several lords spiritual and temporal assembled, on 
account of the imminent necessity, in order to preserve 
peace, and provide for the exercise of officers apper- 
taining to me king. These peers accordingly issued 
commissions to judges, sheriffs, escheators, and others, 
for various purposes, and writs for a new parliament. 
This was opened by commission under the great seal 
directed to the duke of Gloucester, in the usual form, 
and with the king’s teste.' Some ordinances were made 
in this parliament by the duke of Gloucester as commis- 
sioner, and some in the king’s name. The acts of the 
peers who had taken on themselves the administration, 
and summoned parliament, were confirmed. On the 
twenty-seventh day of its session, it is entered upon the 
roR that the king, “ considering his tender age, and 
inability to direct in person the concerns of his realm, 
by assent of lords and commons, appoints the duke of 
Bedford, or, in his absence beyond sea, the duke of 
Gloucester, to be protector and defender of the kingdom 
ar.i English church, and the king’s chief counsellor.” 


’ Bot Pari Totiv. p. 169 
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Letters patent were made out to this effect, tlie appointr 
ment heing however expressly during the king’s pleasure. 
Sixteen connoillors were named in parliament- to assist 
the protector in his administration ; and their concur- 
rence was made necessary to the removal and ap- 
pointment of officers, except some inferior patronage 
specifically reserved to the protector. In all important 
business that should pass by order of council, the 
whole, or major part, were to be present ; “ but if it 
were such matter that the king hath been accustomed to 
be counselled of, that then the said lords proceed not 
therein without the advice of my lords of Bedford or 
Grloucester.” * ** A few more councillors were added by 
the next parliament, and divers regulations established 
for their observance.* 

This arrangement was in contravention of the late 
king’s testament, which had conferred the regency on 
the duke of Gloucester, in exclusion of his elder brother. 
But the nature and spirit of these proceedings will be 
better understood by a remarkable passage in a roll of a 
later parliament ; where the house of lords, in answer to 
a request of Gloucester that he might know what autho- 
rity he possessed as protector, remind him that in the 
first parliament of the king " “ ye desired to have had ye 
govemaunoe of yis land ; affermyng yat hit belonged unto 
you of rygzt, as well by ye mene of your birth as by ye 
laste wylle of ye kyng yat was your broyer, whome God 
assoile ; alleggyng for you such groundes and moty ves as 
it was yought to your discretion made for your intent ; 
whereupon, the lords spiritual and temporal assembled 
there in parliament, among which were there my lordes 
your uncles, the bishop of Winchester that now liveth, 
and the duke of Exeter, and your cousin the earl of 
March that be gone to God, and of Warwick, and other 
in great number that now live, had great and long 
deliberation and advice, searched precedents of the 
govemail of the land in time and case semblable, when 

* Rot Pari. vqL iv. p. X74, 176. in the course of these extracts, I cannot 

» Ibid. p. 201. copjectnre. The usual irregularity of 

** I follow the orthography ef the roll, ancient spelling is hardly sufficient to 
which I hope will not be inconvenient account for such variations; but if there 
to the reader. Why this orthography, be any error, it belongs to the super- 
from obsolete and difficult so frequently intendents of that publication, and iia not 
tMoomus almost mooein, as will appea .nine. 
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kings of this land have been tender of age, took also in 
formation of the laws of the land, of such persons as be 
notably learned therein, and finally found yoirc said 
desire not caused nor grounded in precedent, nor in the 
law of the land ; the which the king that dead is, in his 
life nor might by his last will nor otherwise altre, change, 
nor abroge, witibiotit the assent of the three estates, nor 
commit or grant to any person governance or rule of this 
land longer than he lived ; bnt on that other behalf, the 
said lords found your said desire not according with the 
laws of this land, and against the right and fredome of 
the estates of the same land. Howe were it that it be 
not thought that any such thing wittingly proceeded of 
your intent ; and nevertheless to keep peace and tran- 
quillity, and to the intent to ease and appease you, it 
was advised and appointed by authority of the king, 
assenting the three estates of this land, that ye, in absence 
of my lord your brother of Bedford, should be chief of 
the king’s council, and devised unto you a name different 
from oiher counsellors, not the name of tutor, lieutenant, 
governor, nor of regent, nor no name that should import 
authority of governance of the land, but the name of 
protector and defensor, which importeth a personal duty 
of attendance to the actual defence of the land, as well 
against enemies outward, if case required, as against 
rebels inward, if any were, that God forbid ; granting 
you therewith certain power, the which is specSled and 
contained in an act of the said parliament, to endure as 
long as it liked the king. In the which, if the intent of 
the said estates had been that ye more power and autho- 
rity should have had, more should have been expressed 
therein ; to the which appointment, ordinance, and act, 
ye then agreed you as for your person, making never- 
theless protestation that it was not your intent in any 
wise to deroge or do prejudice unto my lord your 
brother of Bedford by your said agreement, as toward 
any right that he would pretend or claim in the govern- 
ance of this land ; and as toward any pre-eminence that 
you might have or belong unto you as chief of council, 
it is plainly declared in the said act and articles, sub- 
scribed by my said lord of Bedford, by yourself, and the 
other lords of the council. But as in parliament to 
w^jich ye be called upon ^’’our faith and ligeance as duke 
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of Glocester, as oilier lords lie, and not otlierwise, we 
know no power nor antliority ihat ye kave, otker than 
ye as dnke of Glocester should ha^e, the king being in 
parliament, at years of mest discretion : We marvailing 
with all our hearts that, considering the open declaration 
of the authority and power belonging to my lord of 
Bedford and to you in his absence, and also to the king's 
council subscribed purely and simply by my said lord of 
Bedford and by you, that you should in any wise be 
stirred or moved not to content you therewith or to pre- 
tend you any other : Namely, considering that the kmg, 
blessed be our Lord, is, sith the time of the said power 
granted unto you, far gone and grown in pe;rson, in wit, 
and understanding, and like with the grace of God to 
occupy his own royal power within few years : and for- 
asmuch considering ihe things and causes abovesaid, 
and other many that long were to write, We lords afore- 
said pray, exhort, and require you to content you with 
the power abovesaid and declared, of the which my lord 
your brother of Bedford, the king’s eldest uncle, con- 
tented him : and that ye none larger power desire, will, 
nor use ; giving you this that is aboven written for our 
answer to your foresaid demand, the which we will 
dwell and abide with, withouten variance or changing. 
Over this beseeching and praying you in our most 
humble and lowly wise, and also requiring you in the 
king’s name, that ye, according to the king’s command- 
ment, contained in his writ sent unto you in that behalf, 
come to this his present parliament, and intend to the 
good effect and speed of matters to be demesned and 
treted in the same, like as of right ye owe to do.*’ * 

It is evident that this plain, or rather rude address to 
the duke of Gloucester, was dictated by the prevalence 
of cardinal Beaufort’s party in council and parliament. 
But the transactions in the former parliament are not 
unfairly represented; and, comparing them with the 
passage extracted above, we may perhaps be entitled to 
infer: 1. That the king does not possess any constitu- 
tional prerogative of appointing a regent during the 
minority of his suc?cessor ; and 2, That neither the heir 
presumptive, nor any other person, is entitled to exerciso 


Ruk RarL 6 H. VX voL iy. p. 32S. 
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the royal prerogative during the king’s infancy (or, by 
parity of reasoning, his infirmity), nor to any tiue that 
conveys them ; the sole right of determining the persons 
by whom, and fixing the limitations under which, the 
executive government shall be conducted in the king’s 
name and behalf, devolving upon the great council of 
parliament. 

The expression used in the lords’ address to the duke 
of Gloucester, relative to the young king, that he was far 
gone and grown in person, wit, and understanding, was 
not thrown out in mere flattery. In two years the pariy 
hostile to Gloucester’s influence had gained ground 
enough to abrogate his office of protector, leaving only 
the honorary title of chief counsellor/ For this the 
king’s coronation, at eight years of age, was thought a 
fair pretence ; and undoubtedly the loss of that exceed- 
ingly limited authority which ^d been delegated to the 
■protector could not have impaired the strength of govern- 
ment. This was conducted as before by a selfish and 
disunited council ; but the king’s name was sufficient to 
legalize their measures, nor does any objection appear to 
have been made in parliament to such a mockery of the 
name of monarchy. 

In the year 1454, the thirty-second of Henry’s reign, 
Henry's Dialady, transmitted perhaps from 

mental de- his maternal grandfather, assumed so decided a 
rangement. oj^aracter of derangement or imbecility, that 
parliament could no longer conceal from itself the neces- 
sity of a more efficient ruler. This assembly, which had 
been continued by successive prorogations for nearly a 
year, met at Westminster on the 14th of February, when 
the session was opened by the duke of York, as king’s 
commissioner. Kemp, archbishop of Canterbury and 
chancellor of England, dying soon afterwards, it was 
judged proper to acquaint the king at Windsor by a 
deputation of twelve lords with this and other subjects 
concerning his government. In fact, perhaps, this was 
a pretext chosen in order to ascertain his real condition. 
These peers reported to the lords’ house, two days after- 
wards, that they had opened to his* majesty the several 
articles of their message, but ** could get no answer no 


y Rot. ParL 8 H *L vol iv. p. 336. 
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sign for no prayer ne desire,” though, they repeated iheii 
endeavours at three different interviews. This report, 
with the instruction on which it was founded, was, at 
their prayer, entered of record in parliament. Upon so 
authentic a testimony of their sovereign’s in- 
firmity, the peers, adjourning two days for York^iade 
solemnity or deliberation, “ elected and nomi- Protector, 
nated Eichard duke of York to be protector and defender 
of the realm of England during the king’s pleasure.” 
The duke, protesting his insufficiency, requested “ that 
In this present parliament, and by authority thereof, it 
be enacted that, of yourself and of your fill and mere 
disposition, ye desire, name, and call me to the said 
name and charge, and that of any presumption of myseK 
I take them not upon me, but only of the due and 
humble obeisance that I owe to do unto the king our 
most dread and sovereign lord, and to you the peerage 
of this land, in whom by the occasion of the infirmity 
of our said sovereign lord resteth the exercise of his 
authority, whose noble commandments I am as ready to 
perform and obey as any of his liegemen alive, and that, 
at such time as it shall please our blessed Creator to 
restore his most noble person to healthful disposition, it 
shall like you so to declare and notify to his good grace.” 
To this protestation the lords answered that, for his and 
their discharge, an act of parliament should be made 
confoimably to that enacted in the king’s infancy, since 
they were compelled by an equal necessity again to 
choose and name a protector and defender. And to the 
duke of York’s request to be informed how far the 
power and authority of his charge should extend, they 
replied that he should be chief of the king’s council, 
and “ devised therefore to the said duke a name different 
from other counsellors, not the name of tutor, lieutenant, 
governor, nor of regent, nor no name that shall import 
authority of governance of, the land ; but the said name 
of protector and defensor and so forth, according to 
the language of their former address to the duke of 
Glouce^er. An act was passed accordingly, consti- 
tuting the duke of York protector of the church and 
kingdom, and chief counsellor of the king, during the 
latter’s pleasure ; or xmtil the prince of Wales should 
attain years of discretion on whom the said dignity ^as 
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immediately to devolve. The patronage of certain 
spiritual henefioes was reserved to the protector accord- 
ing to the precedent of the king’s minority, which parlia- 
ment was resolved to follow in every particular.* 

It may be conjectured, by the provision made in 
favour of the prince of Wales, then only two years old, 
that the king’s condition was supposed to be beyond 
hope of restoration. But in about nine months he re- 
covered sufficient speech and recollection to supersede 
the duke of York’s protectorate.* The succeeding trans- 
actions are matter of familiar, though not, perhaps, 
very perspicuous history. The king was a prisoner m 
his enemies’ hands after the affair at St. -Albans,^ when 
parliament met in July, 1455. In this session little was 
done, except renewing the strongest oaths of allegiance 
to Henry and his family. But the two houses meeting 
again after a prorogation to November 12, during which 
time the duke of York had strengthened his party, 
and was appointed by commission the king’s lieutenant 
to open the parliament, a proposition was made by the 
commons that, “ whereas the kmg had deputed the duke 
of York as his commissioner to proceed in this parlia- 
ment, it was thought by the commons that, if the king 
hereafter co-i;ld not attend to the protection of the 
country, an able person should be appointed protector, 
to whom they might have recourse for redress of in- 
juries ; especially as great disturbances had lately arisen 
in the west through Qie feuds of the earl of Devonshire 
and Lord Bonvile.” ® The archbishop of Canterbxuy 
answered for the lords that they would take into con- 
sideration what the commons had suggested. Two days 

* Rot. ParL voL v. p, 341. And the nature of the action, which was 

• Paston Letters, toL i p. 81. The asaddenattackonthe'townof St Albans, 

proofs of sound mind given in this letter without any pitched combat, renders the 
axe not very decisive, but tiie wits of larger number improbable. Wbctham- 
sovereigns are never weighed in golden stede, himself abbot of St Albans at tne 
scales. time, makes the duke of York’s army 

b This may seem an improper appel- but 3000 fighting men. p. 352. This 
lation for what is usually termed a account of the trifling 1c«p if life in the 
battle, wherein 5000 men are said to battle of St Albans is ot.aormed ly t 
have fidlen. But I rely here upon my contemporary letter, published in the 
fidthfirl guide, the Paston Letters, p. lOO, Archaeolo^a (xx. 519). The whole num* 
one of which, written immediately after her of the dain was but foriy-ei^t, 
the engagem^t, says that only sixscore duding, however, several lords, 
were hdlled. Surely this testimony out- ^ See some account of these in ftustou 
weis^ a thousand ordinary chroniclers. Letters, voL i n. 114. 
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afterwards the latter appeared again with a Teqnest con- 
veyed nearly in the same terms. Upon theii leaving the 
chamber, the archbishop, who was also chancellor, moved 
the peers to answer what should be done in respect of the 
request of the commons ; adding that “ it is understood 
that they will not farther proceed in matters of parlia- 
ment, to the time that they have answer to their desire 
and request.” This naturally ended in the reappoint- 
ment of the duke of York to his charge of protector. 
The commons indeed were determined to bear no delay. 
As if ignorant of what had been resolved in consequence 
of their second request, they urged it a third time, on 
the next day of meeting ; and received for answer that 
“ the king our said sovereign lord, by the advice and 
assent of his lords spiritual and temporal being in this 
present parliament, had named and desired the duke ot 
York to be protector and defensor of this land.” It is 
worthy of notice that in these words, and indeed in 
effect, as appears by the whole transaction, the house of 
peers assumed an exclusive right of choosing the pro- 
tector, though, in the act passed to ratify their election, 
the commons’ assent, as a matter of course, is introduced, 
’^he last year’s precedent was followed in the present 
Instance, excepting a remarkable deviation; instead of 
the words “ dming the king’s pleasure,” the duke was 
to hold his office “ until he should be discharged of it 
by the lords in parliament.”*^ 

This extraordinary clause, and the slight allegations 
on which it was thought fit to substitute a vicegerent 
for the reigning monarch, are sufficient to prove, even 
if the common historians were silent, that whatever 
passed as to this second protectorate of the duke of 
York was altogether of a revolutionary complexion. 
Jn the actual circumstances of civil blood already spilled 
and the king in captivity, we may justly wonder that 
so much regard was shown to the regular forms and 
precedents of the constitution. But the duke’s natural 
moderation will account for part of this, and the temper 
of the lords for much more. That assembly appeal’s for 
the most part to have been faithfully attached to the house 
of Lancaster. The partisans of Eichard were found in 
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fclie commons and among the poptdaoe. SoYeral months 
elapsed after the Yictoiy of St. Albans before an 
attempt was thus made to set aside a sovereign, not 
labouring, so far as we know, under any more notorious 
infirmity than before. It then originated in the com- 
mons, and seems to have received but an unwilling 
consent from the upper house. Even in constituting the 
duke of York protector over the head of Henry, whom 
all men despaired of ever seeing in a state to face the 
dangers of such a season, the lords did not forget the 
rights of his son. By this latter instrument, as well as 
by that of the preceding year, the duke’s office was to 
cease upon the prince of Wales arriving at the age of 
discretion. 

But what had long been propagated in secret, soon 
became fannliar to the public ear; that the 
York’s claim duke of York laid claim to the throne. He 
to the crown, -unquestionably heir general of the royal 

line, through his mother, Anne, daughter of Eoger 
Mortimer earl of March, son of Philippa, daughter of 
Lionel duke of Clarence, third son of Edward IH. 
Eoger Mortimer’s eldest son, Edmund, had been de- 
clared heir presumptive by Eichard II. ; but his infancy 
during the revolu&n that placed Henry IV. on the 
throne had caused his pretensions to be passed over in 
silence. The new king however was induced by a 
jealousy natural to his situation to detain the earl of 
March in custody. Henry Y. restored his liberty ; and, 
though he had certainly connived for a while at the 
conspiracy planned by his brother-in-law the earl of 
Cambridge and Lord Scrope of Masham to place the 
crown on his head, that magnanimous prince gave him 
a free pardon, and never testified any displeasure. The 
present duke of York was honoui'ed by Henry VI. with 
the highest trusts in France and Ireland; such as 
Beaufort and Gloucester could never have dreamed of 
conferring on him if his title to the crown had not 
been reckoned obsolete. It has been very pertinently 
remarked that the crime perpetrated by Margaret and 
her counsellors in the death of th*e duke of Gloucester 
was the destruction of the house of Lancaster.** From 
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tins time tlie duke of York, next heir in presumption 
while the king was childless, might innocently contem- 
plate the prospect of royalty ; and when such ideas had 
long been passing through his mind, we may judge how 
reluctantly the birth of prince Edward, nine years after 
Henry’s marriage, would be admitted to disturb them. 
The queen’s administration unpopular, careless of na- 
tional interests, and partial to his inveterate enemy the 
duke of Somerset the king incapable of exciting fear 
or respect ; himself conscious of powerful alliances and 
universal favour ; all these circumstances combined 
could hardly fail to nourish those opinions of hereditary 
iight which he must have imbibed from his infancy. 

The duke of York preserved through the critical season 
ji rebellion such moderation and humanity that we 
may pardon him that bias in favour of his own preten- 
sions to which he became himself a victim. Margaret 
perhaps, by her sanguinary violence in the Coventry 
parliament of 1460, where the duke and all his adherents 
were attainted, left him not the choice of remaining a 
subject with impunity. But with us, who are to weigh 
these ancient factions in the balance of wisdom and 
justice, there should be no hesitation in deciding that 
the house of Lancaster were lawful sovereigns of 
England. I am, indeed, astonished that not only such 
historians as Carte, who wrote undisguisedly upon a 
Jacobite system, but even men of juster principles, have 
been inadv^ertent enough to mention the right of the 
house of York. If the original consent of the nation, if 
three descents of the crown, if repeated acts of parlia- 
ment, if oaths of allegiance from the whole kingdom, 
and more particularly from those who now advanced a 
contrary pretension, if undisturbed, unquestioned pos- 
session during sixty years, could not secure the reigning 
family against a mere defect in their genealogy, when 
were the people to expect tranquillity ? Sceptres were 
committed, and governments were inifetuted, for public 
protection and public happiness, not certainly for the 
benefit of rulers, or for the security of particular dynas- 
ties. No prejudice has less in its favour, and none has 
been more fatal to the peace of mankind, than that 

f The ill-will of York and the queen an unequivocaltestimony, a letter of th^# 
brqan as early as 1449, as we laam from date in the Fasten collection, voL i. pu 2S 

O 
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wliicJi regards a nation of subjects as a family’s private 
inheiitance. For, as this opinion induces reigning 
princes and their courtiers to look on the people as 
made only to obey them, so, when the tide of events 
has swept them from their thrones, it begets a fond hope 
i)f restoration, a sense of injury and of imprescriptible 
rights, which give the show of justice to fresh disturb- 
ances of public order, and rebellions against established 
authority. Even in cases of unjust conquest, which are 
far stronger than any domestic revolution, time heals 
the injury of wounded independence, the forced submis- 
sion to a victorious enemy is changed into spontaneous 
allegiance to a sovereign, and the laws of God and 
nature enjoin the obedience that is challenged by re- 
ciprocal benefits. But far more does every national 
government, however violent in its origin, become legi- 
timate, when univemally obeyed and justly exercised, 
the possession drawing after it the right ; not certainly 
that success can alter the moral character of actions, 
or privilege usui-pation before the tribunal of human 
opinion, or in the pages of history, but that the recogni- 
tion of a government by the people is the binding pledge 
of their allegiance so long as its corresponding duties 
are fulfilled.® And thus the law of England has been 
held to annex the subject’s fidelity to the reigning 
monarch, by whatever title he may have ascended the 
throne, and whoever else may be its claimant.^ But 
the statute of 11th of Henry VII. c. 1, has furnished an 
unequivocal commentaiy upon this principle, when, 
alluding to the condemnations and forfeitures by which 
those alternate successes of the white and red roses had 
almost* exhausted the noble blood of England, it enacts 
that no man for doing true and faithful service to the 
king for the time being be convict or attaint of high 
treason, nor of other offences, by act of parliament or 
otherwise.” 

Though all classes of men and all parts of England 
were divided into factions by this unhappy contest,, yet 
the stren^h of the Yorkists lay in London and the 
neighbouring counties, and gener^y among the mid- 

S Upon this great CLnestion the fourth h Hale’s Pleas of the C •'own "ol. L p 
discourse in Sir Michael Foster's Reports 61, 101 (edit. 1736). 
jught particularly to he read. 
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dling and lower people. And tliis is what miglit na^ 
tnralJy be expected. For notions of hereditary 
right take easy hold of the populace, who feel an 
honest sympathy for those whom they consider 
as injured ; while men of noble birth and high ^ 
station have a keener sense of personal duty to their 
sovereign, and of the baseness of deserting their allegi- 
ance. Notwithstanding the wide-spreading influence of 
the Nevils, most of the nobility were well aflected to the 
reigning dynasty. We have seen how reluctantly they 
acquiesced in the second protectorate of the duke of York 
after the battle of St. Albans. Thiity-two temporal peei*& 
took an oath of fealty to Heniy and his issue in the 
Coventry parliament of 1460, which attainted the duke 
of York and the earls of Warwick and Salisbury.* And 
in the memorable circxunstances of the duke’s claim 
personally made in parliament, it seems manifest that 
the lords complied not only with hesitation but unwill- 
ingness, and in fact testified their 3*espect and duty for 
Henry by confirming the crown to him during his life.*' 
The rose of Lancaster blushed upon the banners of the 
Staifords, the Percies, the Veres, the Hollands, and the 
Courtneys. All these illustrious families lay crushed for 
a time under the ruins of their party. But the course of 
fortune, which has too great a masteiy over crowns and 
sceptres to be controlled by men’s affection, invested 
Edward IV. with a possession which the general consent 
of the nation both sanctioned and secured. This was- 
effected in no slight degree by the furious spirit of Mar- 
garet, who began a system of extermination by acts of 
attainder and execution of prisoners that created abhor- 
rence, though it did not prevent imitation. And the 
barbarities of her northern army, whom she led towards 
London after the battle of Wakefield, lost the Lancastiian 
cause its former tiiends,® and might justly convince 

* Rot PaxL voL v. p. 351. to claim it though omitted entirely in 

It Id. p. 375. This entry in the roll the roll, is ccmfirmed by Whethaxnstede, 
is hi ghly interesting and important It ahhot ,of St. Albans, who was probably 
onght to he read in preference to any then present (p. 484, edit Heame.) 
of OUT historians. Hmne, who ^ew from This shows that we should only doubt, 
inferior sources, is not altogether accurate, and not rcgect unless upon re^ grounds 
Yet one remarkable circumstance, told of suspicion, the assertions of secondarj- 
by Hall and other chroniclers, that the writers. 

duke of York stood by the throne, as if “ The abbey of St Altans was stripped 
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reflecting men that it were better to risk the chances of 
a new d^-^iasty than trust the kingdom to an exasperated 
faction. 

A period of obscurity and confusion ensues, during 
EdwarvUV. l^ave as little insight into constitu- 

tional as general history. There are no con- 
temporary chi'oniclers of any value, and the rolls of 
parliament, by whose light we have hitherto steered, 
become mere registers of private bills, or of petitions 
relating to commerce. The reign of Edward lY. is the 
fiist during which no statute was passed for the redi’ess 
of grievances or maintenance of the subject’s liberty. 
Nor is there, if I am correct, a single petition of this 
nature upon the roll. Whether it were that the commons 
had lost too much of their ancient courage to present any 
remonstrances, or that a wilful omission has vitiated the 
record, is hard to determine ; but we certainly must not 
imagine that a government cemented with blood poured 
on the scaflold, as well as in the field, under a passionate 
and unprincipled sovereign, would afford no scope for 
the just animadversion of parliament." The reign of 
Edward IV. was a reign of terror. One half of the noble 
families had been thinned by proscription ; and though 
generally restored in blood by the reversal of their 
attainders — a measure certainly deserving of much appro- 
bation — were still under the eyes of vigilant and inveterate 
enemies.^ The opposite faction would be cautious how 
they resisted a king of their own creation, while the 
hopes of their adversaries were only doimant. And 
indeed, without relying on this supposition, it is com- 
monly seen that, when temporary circumstances have 
given a king the means of acting in disregard of his sub- 
jects’ piivileges, it is a very difficult undertaking for 
them to recover a liberty which has no security so effec- 
tual as habitual possession, 

by the queen and her army after the “ There are several instances of vio- 
•eooed battle fought at that place, Feb. lence and oppression apparent on the 
U, U6l ; which changed Whethamstede rolls during this reign, but not proceed- 
the abbot and historiographer from a ing from the crown. One of a remark- 
violent Lancastrian into a Yorkist. His able nature (voL v, p. 173) was brought 
cihange of party is quite sudden, and forward to -throw an odium on the duke 
amusing enough. See too the Pastou of Clarence, who had been concerned ia 
Letters, voL i. p. 206. Yet the Fasten it Several passives indicate the cha 
fwrtly were originally Lancastrian, and racter of the duke of Gloucester, 
retunied to that side in 1470. 
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Besides the severe proceedings against the Lancastrian 
party, which might be extenuated by the common pre- 
tences, retaliation of similar proscriptions, security for 
the actual government, or just punishment of rebellion 
against a legitimate heir, there are several reputed 
instances of violence and barbarity in the reign of Edward 
IV. which have not such plausible excuses. Every one 
Imows the common stories of the citizen who was attainted 
of treason for an idle speech that he would make his son 
heir to the crown, the house where he dwelt ; and of 
Thomas Burdett, who wished the horns of his stag in the 
belly of him wKo had advised the king to shoot it. Of 
the former I can assert nothing, though I do not believe 
it to be accurately reported. But certainly the accusa- 
tion against Burdett, however iniquitous, was not con- 
fined to these frivolous words; which indeed do not 
appear in his indictment,® or in a passage relative to his 
conviction in the roll of parliament. Burdett was a ser- 
vant and friend of the duke of Clarence, and sacrificed as 
a preliminary victim. It was an article of charge against 
Clarence that he had attempted to persuade the people 
that “ Thomas Burdett his servant, which w’as la\vfully 
and truly attainted of treason, was wrongfully put to 
death.” P There could indeed be no more oppressive 
usage inflicted upon meaner persons than this attaindei* 
of the duke of Clarence^ — an act for which a brother could 
not be pardoned had he been guilty, and which deepens 
the shadow of a tyrannical age, if, as it seems, his offence 
toward Edward was but levity and rashness. 

But whate^f er acts of injustice we may attribute, from 
authority or conjecture, to Edward’s government, it was 
very far from being unpopular. His love of pleasure, his 
affability, his courage and beauty, gave him a credit with 
his subjects which he had no real vbrtue to challenge. 
This restored him to the throne, even against the prodi- 


® See in Cro. Car, 120, the indictment 
against Burdett for compassing the king’s 
death, and for that purpose conspmng 
vritb Stacie and Blake to calculate his 
nativity and his son’s, ad sciendum quando 
iidem rex et Edw’ardus eijus tilius mori- 
entur : Also for the same end dispersing 
divers rhymes and ballads de murmura- 
tionibus, seditiomims et proditoriis ex- 


citationibus, factas et fabricatas apnd 
Holboum, to the intent that the people 
might witiidra-w their love from the king 
and desert him, ac erga ipsum regem 
insurgerent, et guerram erga ipsum 
regem levarent, ad finalem destruc 
tionem ipsorum regis ac domini prin 
cipis, &c. 

P Rot Pari. voL vi. p. id'* 
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gious infinence of Warwick, and compelled Henry TH, 
to treat liis memoiy with, respect, and acknowledge him 
as a lawful king.*^ The latter years of his reign were 
passed in repose at home after scenes of unparalleled 
convulsions, and in peace abroad after more than a cen- 
tury of expensive warfare. His demands of subsidy were 
therefore moderate, and easily defrayed by a nation 
which was making rapid advances towards opulence. 
According to Sir John Fortescue, nearly one fifth of the 
whole kingdom had come to the king’s hand by forfeiture 
at some time or other since the commencement of his 
reign.^ Many indeed of these lands had been restored, 
and others lavished away in grants, but the surplus 
revenue must still have been considerable. 

Edward IV. was the first who pmctised a new method 
of taking his subjects’ money without consent of parlia- 
ment, under the plausible name of benevolences. These 

^ The rolls of Henry VTL’s first par- tiien was king after the death of Edward 
liament are full of an absnrd confusion in IV.? And was his son really illegiti- 
thon^t which is rendered nratCi as an usurping uncle pretended ? 

odious by the purposes to which it Is Or did the crime of Bichard, though 
applied. Both Henry VL and Edward punished in him, enure to the benefit of 
IV. are considered as lawful kings; ex- Henry? These were points which, like 
cept in one instance, where Aiart Cot- the fete of the young princes in the 
tereU, petitioning for the revereal of his Tower, he chose to wrap in discreet 
attainder, spe^ of Edward, “ late called silence. But the first question he seems 
Edward IV.” (voL iv. p. 290.) But this to have answered in his own favtur. 
is only the language of a private Lancas- For Bichard himself, How6urd d ike of 
trian. AnH Henry VL passes for having Norfolk, lord Lovel, and some others, 
been king during his short restoration in are attainted Qp. 276) for “ traiterously 
1470, when Edward been nine yeara intending, compassing, and imagining ” 
upon the throne. For the earl of Oxford the death of Henry; of course before or 
is said to have been attainted "for the at the battle of Bosworth ; and while his 
true alle^nce and service he owed and ri^t, unsupported by possession, could 
did to Henry VL at Barnet field and have rested only on an hereditary title 
otherwise.” (p. 283.) This might be which it was an insult to the nation to 
reasonable enou^ on the true principle prefer. These monstrous proceedings ex • 
that all^iance is due to a Wng de facto ; plain the necessity of that conservative 
if indeed we could determine who was statute to which I have already allude^l, 
the king de fecto on the morning of the which passed in the eleventh year cf nis 
battle of Barnet. But this principle was reigu, and afforded as much security for 
not feirly recognised. Bichard ITL is tuen following the plain line of rallying 
always called, " in deed and not in rfghf. round the standard of their country as 
kin g ofEn^dfliid." Nor was this merely mere law can offer. There is some ex- 
founded on his usurpation as against his traordinary reasoning upon this act in 
nephew. For that unfortunate boy is Carte’s Histoiy (vol. il. p. 844), for the 
little better treated, and in the act of purpose of provii^ that the adherents of 
resumption, 1 H. VII., while Edward IV. George D? wonld not be protected by it 
is styled " late king,” appears only with on the restoration of the true blood, 
the denomination of " Edward his son, ' Difference of Absolute and Limited 
late called Edward V.” (p. 336.; Who Monarchy, p. 83. 
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came in place of tlie still more plausible loans of foimer 
monarchs, and were principally levied on tbe wealthy 
traders. Though no complaint appears in the parlia- 
mentary records of his reign, which, as has been observed, 
complain of nothing, the illegality was undoubtedly felt 
and resented. In the remarkable address to Eichaid by 
that tumultuary meeting which invited him to assume 
the crown, we find, among general assertions of the state’s 
decay through misgovemment, the following strong pas- 
sage : — “ For certainly we be determined rather to aven- 
ture and committe us to the perill of owre lyfs and 
jopardie of deth, than to lyve in such thraldome and 
bondage as we have lyved long tyme heretofore, oppressed 
and injured by extortions and newe impositions ayenst 
the lawes of Grod and man, and the libertie, old policie, 
and lawes of this realme, whereyn every Englishman is 
inherited.”* Accordingly, in Eichard III.’s only parlia- 
ment an act was passed which, after reciting in the 
strongest terms the grievances lately endured, abrogates 
and annuls for ever all exactions under the name of 
benevolence.* The liberties of this country were at least 
not directly impaired by the usurpation of Eichard. But 
from an act so deeply tainted with moral guilt, as well as 
so violent in all its circumstances, no substantial benefit 
was likely to spring. Whatever difficulty there may be 
in deciding upon the fate of Eichard’s nephews after they 
were immured in the Tower, the more public parts of the 
transaction bear unequivocal testimony to his ambitious 
usurpation." It would therefore be foreign to the purpose 
of this chapter to dwell upon his assumption of the 
regency, or upon the sort of election, however curi<>us 
and remarkable, which gave a pretended authority to 1 1 is 
usurpation of the throne. Is either of these has ever been 
alleged by any party in the way of constitutional prece- 
dent. 

At this epoch I terminate these inquiries into the Eng- 
lish constitution ; a sketch veiy imperfect, I fear, and 

• Rot Part vol. vL p. 241. on that of Walpole, Carte, Henry, and 

t 1 R. in. c. 2. Laing, vho maantain that the dnke of 

® The long-debated question as to the York, at leaib>t, was in some way released 
mnider of Edward and his brother seems from the Tower, and reappeared as 
to me more probably solved on the com- Perkin Warbeck. But a very strong 
mon supposition that it was really per- conviction either way is not readily at» 
petsated by the orders of Richard, than tamable. * 
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unsatisfactory, but wliicb may at least auswei’ tbe purpose 
of fbeing tlie reader’s attention on the principal 
CDiiciusion. of guiding him to the purest foun- 

tains of constitutional knowledge. From the accession of 
the house of Tudor a new period is to be dated in our 
history, far more prosperous iu the diffusion of opulence 
and the preserration of general order than the preceding, 
but less distinguished by the spirit of freedom and 
jealousy of tyrannical power. We have seen, through 
the twilight of our Anglo-Saxon records, a form of civil 
policy established by oui* ancestors, marked, like the 
kindred governments of the continent, with aboriginal 
Teutonic features ; barbarous indeed, and insufficient for 
the great ends of society, but capable and worthy of the 
improvement it has received, because actuated by a 
sound and vital spirit, the love of freedom and of justice. 
From these principles arose that venerable institution, 
which none but a free and simple people could have con- 
ceived, trial by peers — an institution common in some 
degree to other nations, but which, more widely extended, 
more strictly retained, and better modified among our- 
selves, has become perhaps the first, certainly among the 
first, of our securities against arbitrary government. We 
have seen a foreign conc[ueror and his descendants 
trample almost alike upon the prostrate nation and upon 
those who had been companions of their victor}’-, intro- 
duce the servitudes of feudal law with more than their 
usual rigour, and establish a large revenue by contin-aal 
piecedents upon a system of universal and prescriptive 
extortion. But the ISTorman and English races, each 
unfit to endure oppression, forgetting their animosities in 
a common interest, enforce by arms the concession of a 
great charter of liberties. Privileges wrested from one 
faithless monarch are preserved wiQi continual vigilance 
against the machinations of another ; the rights of the 
people become more precise, and their spirit more m^- 
nanimous, during the long reign of Henry III. With 
greater ambition and greater abilities than his father, 
Edward I. attempts in vain to govern in an arbitrary 
manner, and has the mortification (?f seeing his preroga- 
tive fettered by stiil more important limitations. The 
great council of the nation is opened to the representatives 
of the commons. They proceed by slow and cautious 
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steps to remonstrate against public grievances, to cbecb 
the abuses of administration, and sometimes to chastise 
public delinquency in the officers of the crovm. A num- 
ber of remedial provisions are added to the statutes; 
every Englishman learns to remember that he is th-e 
citizen of a free state, and to claim the common law as 
his birthright, even though the violence of power should 
interrupt its enjoyment. It were a strange misrepre- 
sentation of history to assert that the constitution had 
attained anything like a perfect state in the fifteenth 
century ; but I know not whether there are any essen- 
tial privileges of our countrymen, any fundamental 
securities against arbitrary power, so far as they depend 
upon positive institution, which may not be traced to the 
time when the house of Plantagenet filled the English 
throne. 
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Note I. Page 5. 

It is rather a curious speculative question, and such 
only, we may presume, it will long continue, whether 
bishops are entitled, on charges of treason or felony, tc 
a trial by the peers. If this question be considered 
either theoretic^ly or according to ancient authority, I 
think the affiimative proposition is beyond dispute. 
Bishops were at all times members of the great national 
council, and fully equal to lay lords in temporal power 
as well as dignity. Since the Conquest they have held 
their temporalities of the crown by a baronial tenure, 
which, if there be any consistency in law, must une- 
quivocally distinguish them jfrom commoners — since any 
one holding by barony might be challenged on a jury, 
as not being the peer of the party whom he was to try. 
It is true that they take no share in the judicial power 
of the house of lords in cases of treason or felony ; but 
this is merely in conformity to those ecclesiastical canons 
which prohibited the clergy from partaking in capital 
judgment, and they have always withdrawn from the 
house on such occasions under a protestation of their 
right to remain. Had it not been for this particularity, 
arisnig wholly out of their own discipline, the question 
of their peerage could never have come into dispute. 
As for the common argument that they are not tried as 
peers because they have no inheritable nobility, I con- 
sider it as very frivolous, since it takes for granted the 
precise matter in controversy, that an inheritable nobility 
is necessaiy to the definition of peerage, or to its inci- 
dental privileges. 

if wo come to constitutional precedents, by w^hich, 
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when sufficiently nmnerons and unexceptionable, all 
questions of this kind are ultimately to he determined, 
the weight of ancient authority seems to he in favour of 
the prelates. In the fifteenth year of Edward III. (1340), 
the king brought several charges against archbishop 
Stratford. He came to parliament with a declared inten- 
tion of defending himself before his peers. The king 
insisted upon his answering in the court of exchequer. 
Stratford however persevered, and the house of lords, 
by the king’s consent, appointed twelve of their number, 
bishops, earls, and barons, to report whether peers ought 
to answer criminal charges in parliament, and not else- 
where. This committee reported to the king in fall 
parliament that the peers of the land ought not to be 
arraigned, nor put on trial, except in parliament and by 
their peers. The archbishop upon this prayed the king, 
that, inasmuch as he had been notoriously defamed, he 
might be arraigned in fall parliament before the peers, 
and there make answer ; which request the king granted. 
(Eot. Pari. vol. ii. p. 127. Collier’s Eccles. Hist. vol. i. 
p. 543.) The proceedings against Stratford went no 
faither ; but I think it impossible not to admit that his 
right to trial as a peer was folly recognised both by the 
king and lords. 

This is, however, the latest, and perhaps the only 
instance of a prelate’s obtaining so high a privilege. In 
the preceding reign of Edward II., if we can rely on the 
account of Walsmgham (p. 119), Adam Orleton, the 
factious bishop of Hereford, had first been arraigned 
before the house of lords, and subsequently convicted by 
a common jury ; but the transaction was of a singular 
nature, and the king might probably be influenced by 
the difficulty of obtaining a conviction from the temporal 
peers, of whom many were disaffected to him, in a case 
where privilege of clergy was vehemently claimed. 
But about 1367 a bishop of Ely, being accused of har- 
bouring one guilty of murder, though he demanded a 
trial by the peers, was compelled to abide the verdict oi 
a jury. (Collier, p. 557.) In the 31st of Edw. HI. 
("1358) the abbot of rMissenden was hanged for coining, 
(2 Inst. p. 635.) The abbot of this monastery appears 
from Dugdale to have been summoned by writ in the 
49th of Henry III. If he actually held by barony, I df 
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act perceive any strong distinction between bis case and 
that of a bisbop, Tbe leading precedent, however, and 
that upon wbicb lawyers principally found tbeir denial 
of ibis privilege to tbe bisbops, is tbe case of Fisber, 
^bo was certainly tried before an ordinary jnry ; nor am 
I aware tbat any remonstrance was made by bimself, or 
complaint by bis friends, upon this ground. Cranmer 
was treated in tbe same manner ; and from these two, 
being tbe most recent precedents, tbongb neither of them 
in the best of times, tbe great plurality of law-books 
have drawn a conclusion tbat bisbops are not entitled to 
trial by tbe temporal peers. Not can there be much 
doubt tbat, whenever the occasion shall occur, this will 
be tbe decision of tbe bouse of lords. 

There are two peculiarities, as it may naturally appear, 
in tbe above-mentioned resolution of tbe lords in Strat- 
ford’s case. Tbe first is, tbat they claim to be tried, not 
only before tbeir peers, but in parliament. And in tbe 
case of the bisbop of Ely it is said to have been objected 
to bis claim of trial by bis peers, tbat parliament was not 
then sitting. (CoEier, ubi sup.) It is most probable, 
therefore, ^at the court of tbe lord high steward, for the 
special purpose of trjung a peer, was of more recent insti- 
tution— as appears also from Sir E. Coke’s expressions. 
(4 Inst. p. 68.) The second circumstance tbat may strike 
a reader is, tbat the lords assert their privilege in aU 
criminal cases, not distinguishing misdemeanors from 
treasons and felonies. But in this they were undoubtedly 
warranted by tbe clear language of Magna Cbarta, wbicb 
makes no dMnction of tbe kind. Tbe practice of trying 
a peer for misdemeanors by a jury of commoners, con- 
cerning the origin of wbicb I can say nothing, is one of 
those anomalies which too often render our laws capri- 
cioTw and unreasonable in the eyes of impartial men. 

Since writing the above note I have read Stillingfleet’s 
treatise on the judicial power of the bishops in capital 
cases — aright which, though now, I think, abrogated by 
non-claim and a course of contrary precedents, be proves 
beyond dispute to have existed by the common law and 
constitutions of Clarendon, to have been occasionally 
exercised, and to have been only suspended by tbeir 
voluntary act. In tbe course of this argument he treats 
Of tbe peerage of tbe bishops, and produces abundant 
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evidence from tb© records of parliament tliat they were 
styled peers, for which, though convinced from general 
recollection, I had not leisure or disposition to search. 
But if any doubt should remain, the statute 26 E. HL 
c. 6, contains a legislative declaration of the peerage of 
bishops. The whole subject is discussed with much 
perspicuity and force by Stillingfieet, who seems however 
not to press very greatly the right of trial by peers, aware 
no doubt of the weight of opposite precedents. (^Stilling- 
fleet’s Works, vol. iii. p. 820.) In one distinction, that 
the bishops vote in their judicial functions as barons, but 
in legislation as magnates, which Warburton has brought 
forward as his own in the Alliance of Church and State, 
Stillingfleet has perhaps not taken the strongest ground, 
nor sufficiently accounted for their right of sitting in 
judgment on the impeachment of a commoner. Parlia- 
mentary impeachment, upon charges of high public 
crimes, seems to be the exercise of a right inherent in 
the great council of the nation, some traces of which 
appear even before the Conquest (Chron. Sax. p. 164, 
169), independent of and superseding that of trial by 
peers, which, if the 29th section of Magna Charta be 
strictly constraed, is only required upon indictments at 
the king’s suit. And this consideration is of great weight 
in the question, still unsettled, whether a commoner can 
be tried by the lords upon an impeachment for treason. 

The treatise of Stillingfleet was written on occasion of 
the objection raised by the commons to the bishops voting 
on the question of Lord Danby’s pardon, which he 
pleaded in bar of his impeachment. Burnet seems to 
suppose that their right to final judgment had never been 
defended, and confounds judgment with sentence. Mr. 
Hargrave, strange to say, has made a much greater 
blunder, and imagined that the question related to their 
right of voting on a bill of attainder, which no one, I 
believe, ever disputed. (Notes on Co. Litt. 134 b.) 


Note II. Page 9. 

t 

The constitution of parliament in this period, ante- 
cedent to the Great Charter, has been minutely and 
scrupulously investigated by the Lords’ Committee osr 
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tho Dignity of a Peer in 1819. Two questions may be 
raised as to the lay poi*tion of the great council of the 
nation from the Conquest to the reign of J ohn : — ^first. 
Did it compiise any members, whether from the counties 
or boroughs, not holding themselves, nor deputed by 
others holding in chief of the crown by knight-service 
or grand serjeanty V secondly. Were all such tenants 
in capita personally, or in contemplation of law, assisting, 
by advice and suffrage, in councils held for the purpose 
of laying on burthens, or for permanent and important 
legislation ? 

The fonner of these questions they readily determine. 
The committee have discovered no proof, nor any like- 
lihood from analogy, that the great council, in these 
Norman reigns, was composed of any who did not hold 
in chief of the crown by a military tenure, or one in grand 
serjeanty ; and they exclude, not only tenants in petty 
seijeanty and socage, but such as held of an escheated 
barony, or, as it was called, de komre. 

They found more difficulty in the second question. 
It has generally been concluded, and I may have taken 
it for granted in my text, that all military tenants in 
capita were summoned, or ought to have been summoned, 
to any great council of the realm, whether for the purpose 
of levying a new tax, or any other affecting the public 
weal. Ihe committee, however, laudably cautious in 
drawing any positive inference, have moved step by 
step through this obscure path with a circumspection as 
honourable to themselves as it renders their ultimate 
judgment worthy of respect. 

“ The council of the kingdom, however composed 
(they are adverting to the reign of Henry I.), must have 
been assembled by the king’s command ; and the king, 
therefore, may have assumed the power of selecting the 
persons to whom he addressed the command, especially 
if the object of assembling such a council was not to im- 
pose any burthen on any of the subjects of the realm 
exempted from such burthens except by their own free 
grants. Whether the king was at this time considered 
as bound by any constitutional law to address such 
command to any particular persons, designated by law 
iis essential parts of such an assembly for all purposes, 
comirdttee have been unable to ascertain. It hfu? 
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generally been considered as the law of the land that 
§ie ‘king had a right to require the adyice of any of hia 
subjects, and their personal services, for the general 
benefit of the kingdom ; but as, by the terms of the 
charters of Henry and of his father, no aid could bo 
required of the immediate tenants of the crown by 
military service, beyond the obligation of their respective 
tenures, if the crown had occasion for any extraordinary 
aid from those tenants, it must have been necessary, 
according to law, to assemble all persons so bolding, 
to give Sieir consent to the imposition. Though the 
numbei-s of such tenants of the crown were not originally 
very great, as far as appears from Domesday, yet, if it 
was necessary to convene all to form a constitutional 
legislative assembly, the distances of their respective 
residences, and the inconvenience of assembling at one 
time, in one spot, all those who thus held of the crown, 
and upon whom the maintenance of the Conquest itseli 
must for a considerable time have importantly depended, 
must have produced difliculties, even in the reign of the 
Conqueror ; and the increase of their numbers by sub- 
division of tenures must have greatly increased the 
difficulty in tiie reign of his son Henry : and at length, 
in the reigns of his successors, it must have been almost 
impossible to have convened such an assembly, except 
by general summons of the greater part of the persons 
who were to form it ; and unless those who obeyed the 
summons could hind those who did not, the powers of 
the assembly when convened must have been very 
defective.” (p. 40.) 

Though 1 do not perceive why we should assume any 
great subdivision of tenures before the statute of Quta 
Emptfyres, in 18Edw. I., which prohibited subinfeudation, 
it is obvious that the committee have pointed out the 
inconvenience of a scheme which gave all tenants in 
capita (more numerous in Domesday than they perhaps 
were aware) a right to assist at great councils. Still, as 
it is manifest from the early charters, and expliciti;y 
adndtted by the committee, that the king could raise no 
extraordinary contribution from bis immediate vassals 
by his own authority, and as there was no feudal 
tm bordiuation between one of these and another, however 
differing in wealth, it is clear that they were legall}' 
you m. P 
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entitled to a voice, be it throngb general or special sum- 
mons, in the imposition of taxes which they were to pay. 
It will not follow that they were summoned, or had 
an acknowledged right to be summoned, on the few 
other occasions when legislative measures were in con- 
templation, or in the determinations taken by the king’s 
great council. This can only be inferred by presumptive 
proof or constitutional analogy. 

The eleventh article of the Constitutions of Clarendon 
in 1164: declares that archbishops, bishops, and all per- 
sons of the realm who hold of the king in capita, possess 
their lands as a barony, and are bound to attend in the 
judgments of the king’s court like other barons. It is 
plain, from the general tenor of these constitutions, that 
“ universae personae regni ” must be restrained to eccle- 
siastics ; and the only words which can be important in 
the present discussion are “ sicut barones caeteri.” “ It 
seems,” says the committee, “ to follow that all those 
termed the king’s barons were tenants in chief of the 
king ; but it does not follow that all tenants in chief of 
the king were the king’s barons, and as such bound to 
attend his court. They might not be bound to attend 
unless they held their lands of the king in chief ‘ sicut 
baroniam,’ as expressed in this article with respect to the 
archbishops and other clergy,” (p. 44.) They conclude, 
however, that ‘‘upon the whole the Constitutions of 
Clarendon, if the existing copies be correct, afford strong 
ground for presuming that owing suit to the king’s great 
court rendered the tenant one of the king’s barons or 
members of that court, though probably in general none 
attended who were not specially summoned. It has been 
already observed that this would not include all the 
king’s tenants in chief, and particularly those who did 
not hold of him as of his crown, or even to all who did 
hold of him as of his crown, but not by knight-service or 
grand serjeanty, which were alone deemed military and 
honourable tenures ; though, whether all who held of the 
]dng as of his crown, by knight-service or grand ser- 
jeanty, did originally owe suit to the king’s court, or 
whether that obligation was confined to persons holding 
by a particular tenure, called tenure per baroniam, as has 
been asserted, the Constitutions of Clarendon do not 
^sist to ascertain.” (p. 45.) But this, as they point out. 
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involves tlae question whether the Curia Regis, mentioned 
in these consritutions, was not only a judicial but a legis- 
lative assembly, or one competent to levy a tax on mili- 
tary tenants, since by the terms of the charter of Henry 
I., confirmed by that of Henry II., all such tenants were 
clearly exempted from taxation, except by their own 
consents. 

They touch slightly on the reign of Eichard I. with 
the remark that “ the result of all which they have 
found with respect to the constitution of the legislative 
assemblies of the realm still leaves the subject in great 
obscurity.’’ (p. 49.) But it is remarkable that they have 
never alluded to the presence of tenants in chief, Imights 
as well as barons, at the parliament of Northampton 
under Henry 11. They come, however, rather suddenly 
to the conclusion that “ the records of Ihe reign of John 
seem to give strong ground for supposing that aU the 
king’s tenants in chief by military tenure, if not all 
the tenants in chief,® were at one time deemed neces- 
sary members of the common councils of the re alm , when 
summoned for extraordinary purposes, and especially foi 
the purpose of obtaining a grant of any extraordinary 
aid to the king ; and this opinion accords with what has 
generally been deemed originally the law in France, oi 
other countries where what is called the feudal system of 
tenures has been established.” (p. 54.) It cannot surely 
admit of a doubt, and has been already affirmed more 
than once by the committee, that for an extraordinary 
grant of money the consent of military tenants in chief 
was required long before the reign of John. Nor was 
tbit a reign, till the enactment of the Great Charter, when 
any fresh extension of political liberty was likely to have 
become established. But the difficulty may still remain 
with respect to “extraordinary purposes” of another 
description. 

They observe afterwards that “ they have found no 
document before the Great Charter of John in which the 
term ‘ majores barones ’ has been used, though in some 

* This hypothetical clause is^omewhat mij^t be some by petty seijeanty. Yet 
remarkable. Grand seijeanty is of course the committee, as we have Just seen, 
included by parity under military service, absolutely exclude these from anysliare 
But did any hold of the king in socage, in the great councils of the Conquerq^ 
MToept on his demesne lands? There and his immediate descendants. 

p2 
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subsequent documents words of apparently similar im- 
port haye been used. From tbe instrument itself it 
mignt be presumed that tbe term ‘ majores barones ’ was 
then a term in some degree understood ; and tbat the 
distinction had, therefore, an earlier origin, though the 
committee have not found the term in any earlier instru- 
ment.” (p. 67.) But though the Dialogue on the Exche- 
quer, generally referred to the reign of Henry II., is n^t 
an instrument, it is a law-book of sufficient reputation, 
and in this we read — “ Quidam de rege tenent in capite 
quse ad coronam pertinent ; baronias scilicet majores seu 
minores.” (Lib. ii. cap. 10.) It would be trifling to 
dispute that the tenant of a baronia major might be called 
a baro major. And what could the secundce dignitatis barones at 
Northampton have been but tenants in capite holding fiefs 
by some Ime or other distinguishable from a superior class?'" 

It appears, therefore, on the whole, that in the judg- 
ment of the committee, by no means indulgent in their 
requisition of evidence, or disposed to take the more 
popular side, all the military tenants in capite were con- 
stitutionally members of the cmmune concilium of the realm 
during the Norman constitution. This cmmune concilium 
the committee distinguish from a magnum concilium, though 
it seems doubtful whether there were any very definite 
line between the two. But that the consent of these 
tenants was required for taxation they repeatedly acknow- 
ledge. And there appears sufficient evidence that they 
were occasionally present for other important purposes. 
It is, however, very probable that writs of summons were 
actually addressed only to those of distinguished name, 
to those resident near the place of meeting, or to the 
servants and favourites of the crown. This seems to be 
deducible from the words in the Great Charter, which 
limit the king’s engagement to summon all tenants in 
chief, through the sheriff, to the case of his requiring an 
aid or scutage, and still more from the withdrawing of 


o Mr. Spence has ingeniously cor^jec- 
tnred, observing that in some passage of 
Domesday (he qnot&i two, but I only 
find one) the baxons who held more than 
six manors paid their relief directly to 
the king, while those who had six or less 
pa^^theiis to the sheriff (Yorkshire, 298, 
b), that « this may tend to solve the dis- 
puted quesUun as to what constituted one 


of the greater barons mentioned in the 
Magna Charta of John and other early 
Norman documents; for, by analogy to 
the mode inVhich the relief was paid, 
the greater barons were summoned by 
particular writs, the rest by one general 
snmmons through the sherifiL^' Histor* 
of Equitable Jurisdiction, pt 40, 
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tbis promisd in tbe first year of Henry HI, The privi- 
lege of attending on such occasions, though legally 
general, may never have been generally exercised. 

The committee seem to have been perplexed about the 
word magnates employed in several records to express part 
of those present in great councils. In general they 
interpret it, as well as the word proceres, to include per- 
sons not distinguished by the name ^^ iarones;^' a word 
which in the reign of Henry III. seems to have been 
chiefly used in the restricted sense it has latterly ac- 
quired. Yet in one instance, a letter addressed to the 
justiciar of Ireland, 1 Hen. III., they suppose the word 
magnates to “ exclude those termed therein ‘ alii quam- 
plurimi;’ and consequently to be confined to prelates, 
earls, and barons. This may be deemed important in 
the consideration of many other instruments in which the 
word magnates has been used to express persons constitut- 
ing the ‘ commune concilium regni.^ ” But this strikes 
me as an erroneous construction of the letter. The words 
are as follows : — “ Convenerunt apud G-locestriam plures 
regni nostri magnates, episcopi, abbates, comites, et 
barones, qui patn nostro viventi semper astiterunt fide- 
liter et devote, et alii quamplurimi; applaudentibus 
clero et populo, &o., publice fuimus in regem Angliae 
inuncti et coronati.’* (p. 77.) I think that magnates is a 
collective word, including the “ alii quamplurimi,’’ It 
appears to me that magnates, and perhaps some other 
Latin words, correspond to the witan of the Anglo- 
Saxons, expressing the legislature in general, under 
which were comprised those who held peculiar dignities, 
whether lay or spiritual. And upon the whole we may 
be led to believe that the Norman great council was 
essentially of the same composition as the witenagemot 
which had preceded it ; the king’s thanes being replaced 
by the barons of the first or second degree, who, what- 
ever may have been the distinction between them, shared 
one common character, one source of their legislative 
rights — ^the derivation of their lands as immediate fiefs 
from the crown. 

The result of tiie whole inquiry into the constitution 
of parliament down to the reign of John seems to be — 
1. That the Norman kings explicitly renounced all pre 
rogative of levying money on the immediate military 
tenants of the crown, without their consent given in a 
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great ccxmcil of the realm ; this immunity extending also 
to their sub-tenants and dependants 2. That all these 
tenants in chief had a constitutional right to attend, and 
ought to he summoned ; hut whether they could attend 
without a summons is not manifest. 3. That the sum- 
mons was usually directed to the higher barons, and to 
such of a second class as the king pleased, many heiug 
omitted for different reasons, though all had a right to it. 
4. That on occasions when money was not to he de- 
manded, hut alterations made in the law, some of these 
second barons, or tenants in chief, were at least occa- 
sionally summoned, but whether by strict right or usage 
does not fully appear. 5. That the irregularity of pass- 
ing many of them over when councils were held for the 
purpose of levying money, led to the provision in the 
Great Charter of John by which the king promises that 
they shall all be summoned through the sheriff on such 
occasions ; but the promise does not extend to any other 
subject of parliamentary deliberation. 6. That even this 
concession, though but the recognition of a known right, 
appeared so dangerous to some in the government that it 
was withdrawn in the first charter of Henry III, 

The charter of John, as has just been observed, while 
it removes all doubt, if any could have been entertained, 
as to the right of every military tenant in capite to be 
summoned through the sheriff, when an aid or scutage 
was to be demanded, will not of itself establish their 
right of attending parliament on other occasions. We 
can n ot absolutely assume any to have been, in a general 
sense, members of the legislature except the prelates and 
the majores barones. But who were these, and how dis- 
tinguished? For distinguished they must now have 
become, and that by no new provision, since none is 
made. The right of personal summons did not constitute 
them, for it is on majores barones, as already a determinate 
rank, that the right is conferred. The extent of property 
afforded no deffaite criterion; at least some baronies, 
which appear to have been of the first class, compre- 
hended very few knights’ fees ; yet it seems probable 
that this was the original ground of distinction.® 

® See quotation from Spence’s Equitable which was afterwards reduced to three, 
^tdsdiction, a little above, 'fhe barony Nicolas’s Report of Claim to Baxocy 
of Berkeley was granted in i Eic. L, to L’Isle, Appendiy p. 318. 
be holden by the service of live knights. 
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The charter, as renewed in the first year of Henry III., 
does not only omit the danse prohibiting the imposition of 
aids and scntages without consent, and providing for the 
summons of all tenants in captte before either could be 
levied, but gives the following reason for suspending 
this and other articles of king John’s charter: — “ Quia 
vero qusedam capitula in priori cart^ continebantur, quae 
gravia et dubitabilia videbantur, mut de scutagiis ei auxilvis 
V assidendis .... placuit supra-dictis praelatis et magnatibus 
ea esse in respectu, quousque plenius consilium habueri- 
mus, et tunc faciemus pluiissim^, tarn de his quam de 
aliis quae occurrerint emendanda, quae ad conmnmem 
omnium utilitatem pertmuerint, et pacem et statum 
nostrum et regni nostri.” This charter was made but 
twenty-four days after the death of John ; and we may 
agree with the committee (p. 77) in thinking it extra- 
ordinary that these deviations from the charter of Eun- 
nymede, in such important particulars, have been so 
little noticed. It is worthy of consideration in what 
respects the provisions respecting the levying of money 
could have appeared grave and doubtful. We cannot 
believe that the earl of Pembroke, and the other barons 
who were with the young king, himself a child of nine 
years old and incapable of taking a part, meant ta 
abandon the constitutional privilege of not being taxed 
in aids without their consent. But this they might 
deem sufficiently provided for by the charters of former 
kings and by general usage. It is not, however, impos- 
sible that the government demurred to the prohibition of 
levying scutage, which stood on a different footing from 
extraordinary aids ; for scutage appears to have been 
formerly taken without consent of the tenants ; and in 
the second charter of Henry III. there is a clause that 
it should be taken as it had been in the time of Henry II. 
This was a certain payment for every knight’s feo; but 
if the original provision of the Kunnymede charter had 
been maintained, none could have been levied without 
consent of parliament. 

It seems also highly probable that, before the prin- 
ciple of representation had been established, the greater 
barons looked with jealousy on the equality of suffrage 
claimed by the inferior tenants in capite. That these 
were constitutionally members of the great council^t 
least in respect of taxation, has been sufficiently shown 
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but they iiad hitherto come in small numbers, likely tc 
act always in subordination to the more potent aristo- 
cracy. It became another question whether they 
should all be summoned, in their own counties, by a 
writ selecting no one through favour, and in its terms 
compelling aU to obey. And this question was less for 
the crown, which might possibly find its advantage in 
the disunion of its tenants, than for the barons Siem- 
selves. They would naturally be jealous of a second 
order, whom in their haughtiness they held much be- 
neath them, yet by whom they might be outnumbered 
in those councils where they had bearded the king. No 
effectual or permanent compromise could be made but 
by representation, and the hour for representation was 
not come. 


Note III. Page 19. 

The Lords’ committee, though not very confidently, 
take the view of Brady and Blackstone, confining the elec- 
tors of knights to tenants in capite. They admit that “ the 
subsequent usage, and the subsequent statutes foxmded 
on that usage, afford ground for supposing that in the 49th 
of Henry III. and in the reign of Edward I. the knights 
of the shires returned to parliament were elected at the 
county courts and by the suitors of those courts. If the 
knights of the shires were so elected in the reigns of 
Henry HI. and Edward I., it seems important to dis- 
cover, if possible, who were the suitors of the county 
courts in these reigns ” (p. 149). The subject, they are 
compelled to confess, after a discussion of some length, 
remains involved in great obscurity, which their in- 
dustry has been unable to disperse. They had, how- 
ever, in an earlier pai*t of their report (p. 30), thought 
it highly probable that the knights of the shires in the 
reign of Edward HI. represented a description of persons 
who might in the reign of the Conqueror have been 
termed barons. And the general spirit of their subse- 
quent investigation seems to favour this result, though 
they finally somewhat recede from ii, and admit at least 
that, before the close of Edward HI.’s reign, the elective 
franchise extended to freeholders. 

The question, as the committee have stated it, wiU 
turn on the character of those who were suitors to the 
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coimty court. And, if this may be grants 1, I must own 
that to my apprehension there is no room for the hypch 
thesis that the county court was differently constituted 
in the reign of Edward I. or of Edward III. from what 
it was very lately, and what it was long before those 
princes sat on the throne. In the Anglo-Saxon period 
we find this court composed of thanes; but not exclu- 
sively of royal thanes, who were comparatively few. 

In the laws of Henry I. we still find sufficient evidence 
that the suitors of the court were all who held freehold 
lands, terrarum demini; or, even if we please to limit thb 
to lords of manors, which is not at all probable, still 
without distinction of a mesne or immediate tenure. 
Vavassors, that is, mesne tenants, are particularly men- 
tioned in one enumeration of barons attending the court. 

In some counties a limitation to tenants in capite would 
have left this important tribunal very deficient in num- 
bers. And as in all our law-books we find the county 
court composed of freeholders, w’-e may reasonably de- 
mand evidence of two changes in its constitution, which 
the adherents to the theory of restrained representation 
must combine — one which excluded all freeholders ex- 
cept those who held immediately of the crown ; another 
which restored them. The notion that the county court 
was the king’s court baron (Keport, p. 150), and thus 
bore an analogy to that of the loid in every manor, 
'whether it rests on any modem legal authority or not, 
seems delusive. The court baron was essentially a 
feudal institution ; the county com*t was from a different 
source ; it was old Teutonic, and subsisted in this and 
other countries before the feudal jurisdictions had taken 
root. It is a serious error to conceive that, because 
many great alterations were introduced by the Normans, 
there was nothing left of the old system of society.'^ 

It may, however, be naturally inquired why, if the 

d A charter of Henry L, published in rarum. si est inter barones meos doznini* 
the new edition of Rymer (L p. 12), cos, tractetur placitum in curea mea. Et 
ftUly confirms what is here said. Scia- si est inter vavassores duorum domino* 
tis quod concedo et praecipio, ut a modo rum, tractetur in comitato. Et hoe 
oomitatus mei et hundreda in illis lods dueUo fiat, nisi in eis remanserit Et 
etiisdem terminissedeant,sicut Sederunt volo et pr£cipio,ut omnes de comitatu 
ha tempore regis Edwardi, et non aliter. eant ad comital^ et hundreda, sicut 
Ego enim, quando voluero, faciam ea fecerunt in tempore regis EdwardL But 
satis summoneri propter mea dominica it is also easily proved fr<Hn the ^ 
necessaria ad voluntatem meam. Et si Houricl PrimL 
modo ezurgat placitum de divisione ter^ 
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king’s tenants in oHef were exclusively members of the 
national conncil before the era of county representation, 
they did not retain that privilege ; especially if we con- 
ceive, as seems on the whole probable, that the knights 
chosen in 38 Henry HI. were actually representatives 
of the military tenants of the crown. The answer might 
oe that these knights do not appear to have been elected 
in the county court ; and when that mode of choosing 
knights of the shire was adopted, it was but consonant 
to Sie increasing spirit of Hberiy, and to the weight 
also of the barons, whose tenants crowded the court, that 
no freeholder should be debarred of his equal suffrage. 
But this became the more important, and we might 
almost add necessary, when the feudal aids were re- 
placed by subsidies on movables; so that, unless the 
mesne freeholders could vote at county elections, they 
would have been taxed without their consent and placed 
in a worse condition than ordinary burgesses. This of 
itself seems almost a decisive argument to prove that 
they must have joined in the election of knights of the 
shire after the Conflrmatb Chartarum, If we were to go 
down so late as Richard 11., and some pretend that the 
mesne freeholders did not vote before the reign of 
Henry IV., we find Chaucer’s franklin, a vavassor, 
capable even of sitting in parliament for his shire. For 
I do not think Chaucer ignorant of the proper meaning 
of that word. And Allen says (Edinb. Rev. xxviii. 
145)—“ In the earliest records of the house of com- 
mons we have found many instances of sub-vassals who 
have represented their counties in parliament,” 

K, however, it should be suggested that the practice 
of admitting the votes of mesne tenants at county elec- 
tions may have crept in by degrees, partly by the con- 
stitutional principle of common consent, paiily on ac- 
count of the broad demarcation of tenants m capite by 
knight-service from barons, which the separation of the 
houses of parliament produced, thus tending, by dimin- 
ishing the importance of the former, to bring them down 
to the level of other freeholders ; partly, also, through 
the operation of the statute Quid Emptores (18 Edward 
1.), which, by putting an end to subinfeudation, created 
a new tenant of the crown upon every alienation of 
land, however partial, by one who was such already. 
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and ihus both nmltiplied their iminbers and lowered their 
dignity ; this supposition, though iiicompatible with the 
argument built on the nature of the county court, would be 
sufficient to explain the facts, provided we do not date the 
establishment of the new usage too low. The Lords’ com- 
mittee themselves, after much wavering, come to the con- 
clusion that “ at length, if not always, two persons were 
elected by all the freeholders of the county, whether 
holding in chief of the crown or of others” (p. 331). 
This they infer from the petitions of the commons that 
the mesne tenants should be charged with the wages of 
knights of the shire ; since it would not be reasonable 
to levy such wages from those who had no voice in the 
election. They ultimately incline to the hypothesis 
that the change came in sfrently, favoured by the grow- 
ing tendency to enlarge the basis of the constitation, 
and by the operation of the statute Quia Emptores, which 
may not have been of inconsiderable influence. It ap- 
pears by a petition in 51 Edward III. that much confu- 
sion had arisen with respect to tenures ; and it was fre- 
quently disputed whether lands were held of the king 
or of other lords. This question would often turn on 
the date of alienation ; and, in the hurry of an election, 
the bias being always in favour of an extended suffrage, 
it is to be supposed that the sheriff would not reject a 
claim to vote which he had not leisure to investigate. 


Note IV. Page 21. 

It now appears more probable to me than it did that 
some of the greater towns, but almost unquestionably 
London, did enjoy the right of electing magistrates with 
a certain jurisdiction before the Conquest. The notion 
which I found prevailing among the writers of the last 
century, that the municipal privileges of towns on the 
continent were merely derived from charters of the 
twelfth century, though I was aware of some degree of 
limitation which it required, swayed me too much in 
estimating the condition of our own burgesses. And I 
must fairly admit that I have laid too much stress on 
the silence of Domesdav Book; which, as has been 
justly pointed out, does not relate to matters of internal 
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government, unless when they involve some rights o 
property. 

I do not conceive, nevertheless, that the muoicipa 
government of Anglo-Saxon boroughs was analogous t 
that generally established in our corporations from th 
reign of Henry II. and his successors. The real pre 
sumption has been acutely indicated by Sir F. Palgravt 
arising from the universal institution of the court-leei 
which gave to an alderman, or otherwise denominate 
officer, chosen by the suitors, a jurisdiction, in oonjunc 
tion with themselves as a jury, over the greater pai 
of civil disputes and criminal accusations, as well a 
general police, that might arise within the hundrec 
Wheiever the town or borough was too large to 1: 
included within a hundred, this would imply a distinc 
jurisdiction, which may of course be called municipa 
It would be similar to that which, till lately, existed i 
some towns — an elective high bailiff or piincipal magi 
trate, without a representative body of aldermen an 
councillors. But this is more distinctly proved wit 
respect to London, which, as is well known, does n( 
appear in Domesday, than as to any other town. It wi 
divided into wards, answering to hundreds in tl 
county ; each having its own wardmote, or leet, und< 
its elected alderman, “ The city of London, as we 
within the v/alls, as its liberties without the walls, hi 
been divided from time immemorial into wards, bearii 
nearly the same relation to the city that the hundrf 
anciently did to the shire. Each ward is, for certa 
purposes, a distinct jurisdiction. The organisation 
the existing municipal constitution of the city is,^ ai 
always has been, as far as can be traced, entire 
founded upon the ward system.” (Introduction 
the French Chronicle of London. — Camden Societ 
1844 .) 

Sir F. Palgrave extends this much farther The 
were certain districts locally included within t] 
hundreds, which nevertheless constituted independe 
foodies politic. The burgesses, the tenants, the resiar 
of the king’s burghs and manors in ancient demesr 
owed neither suit nor service to the hundred^ le< 
They attended at their own leet, which differed in 
essential respect from the leet of the hundred. T 
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principle of frank-pledge required that each friborg 
should appear by its head as its representative; ani 
consequently, the jurymen of the leet of the burgh or 
manor are usually described under the style of the 
twelve chief pledges. The legislative and remedial 
assembly of the burgh or manor was constituted by the 
meeting of the heads of its component parts. The port- 
reeve, constable, headborough, bailiff, or other the 
chief executive magistrate, was elected or presented by 
the leet jury. Offences against the law were repressed 
by their summary presentments. They who were 
answerable to the community for the breach of the 
peace punished the crime. Eesponsibility and autho- 
rity were conjoined. In their legislative capacity they 
bound their fellow-townsmen by making by-laws.’* 
(Edin. Eev. xxxvi. 309.) “ Domesday Book,’* he says 

merwards, “ does not notice the hundred court, or the 
county-court ; because it was unnecessary to inform the 
king or his justiciaries of the existence of the tribunals 
which were in constant action throughout all the land. 
It was equally unnecessary to make a return of the leets 
which they knew to be inherent in every burgh. V^'here 
any special municipal jurisdiction existed, as in Chester 
fetamford, and Lincoln, then it became necessary that 
the franchise should be recorded. The twelve lagemen 
in the two latter burghs were probably hereditary alder- 
men. In London and in Canterbury aldermen occa- 
sionally held their sokes by inheritance.® The negative 
evidence extorted out of Domesday has, therefore, Ettle 
weight.” (p. 313.) 

It seems, however, not unquestionable whether this 
representation of an Anglo-Saxon and Anglo-Norman 
municipality is not urged rather beyond the truth. The 
portreeve of London, their principal magistrate, appears 
to have been appointed by the crown. It was not till 
1188 that Henry Fitzalwyn, ancestor of the present 
Lord Beaumont,^ became the first mayor of London. But 

• See the ensuing part of this The name Alwyn appears rather Saxon 
note. • than Norman, so that we may presame 

f This pedigree is elaborately, and with the first mayor to have been of Englis h 
pious care, traced by Mr. Stapleton, in descent; but whether he were a merchanti 
haS excellent introduction to the old or a landholder lining the city, mns^ 
Ararilcle of Loudon, already quoted, be undecided. 
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he also was nominated hy the crown, and remained 
twenty-four years in office. In the same year the first 
sheriffs are said to have been made {facti). But John, 
immediately after his accession in 1199, granted the 
citizens leave to choose their own sheriffs. And his 
charter of 121 5 permits “ihLem to elect annually their 
mayor. (Maitland’s Hist, of London, p. 74, 76.) We 
read, however, nnder the year 1200, in the ancient 
chronicle lately published, that twenty-five of the most 
discreet men of the city were chosen and sworn to 
advise for the city, together with the mayor. These 
were evidently different from the aldermen, and are the 
original common council of the city. They were 
perhaps meant in a later entry (1229) : — “ Omnes 
aldermanni et magnates civitatis per assensnm nniver- 
sorum civinm,” who are said to have agreed never to 
permit a sheriff to remain in office during two consecu- 
tive years. 

The city and liberties of London were not wholly 
under the jurisdiction of the several wardmotes and 
their aldermen. Landholders, secular and ecclesiastical, 
possessed their exclusive sokes, or jurisdictions, in parts 
of both. One of these has left its name to the ward of 
Portsoken. The prior of the Holy Trinity, in right of 
this district, ranked as an alderman, and held a regular 
wardmote. The wards of Farringdon are denominated 
from a family of tliat name, who held a part of them by 
hereditary right as their territorial franchise. These 
sokes gave way so gradually before the power of the 
citizens, with whom, as may be supposed, a perpetoal 
conflict was maintained, that there were nearly thirty 
of them in the early part of the reign of Henry III., and 
upwards of twenty in that of Edward I. With the 
exception of Portsoken, they were not commensurate 
with the city wards, and we find the juries of the wards, 
in the third of Edward I., presenting the sokes^ as 
liberties enjoyed by private persons or ecclesiastical 
corporations, to the detriment of the crown. But, thougl 
the lords of these sokes trenched materially on the ex 
elusive privileges of the city, it is remarkable that, no 
condition but inhabitancy beii^ required in the thir 
^ teenth century for civic franchises, both they and then 
tenants were citizens, having individually a voice in 
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municipal affairs, thougli exempt from municipal jnns- 
diction. I liave taken most of this paragraph ft-om a 
valnahle though short notice of the state of London in 
the thirteenth century, published in the fourth Yolnme 
of the Archaeological Journal (p. 273). 

The inference which suggests itself from these facts 
is that London, for more than two centuries after the 
Conquest, was not so exclusively a city of traders, a 
democratic municipality, as we have been wont to con- 
ceive. And as this evidently extends back to the 
Anglo-Saxon period, it both lessens the improbability 
that the citizens bore at times a part in political affairs, 
and exhibits them in a new light, as lords and tenants of 
lords, as well as what of course they were in part, 
engaged in forei^ and domestic commerce. It will 
strike every one, in running over the list of mayors and 
sheriffs in the thirteenth century, that a large proportion 
of the names are French ; indicating, perhaps, that the 
territorial proprietors whose sokes were intermingled 
with the city had influence enough, through birth and 
wealth, to obtain an election. The general polity, 
Saxon and Norman, was aristocratic ; whatever infusion 
there might be of a more popular scheme of government, 
and much certainly there was, could not resist, even if 
resistance had been always the people’s desire, the joint 
predominance of rank, riches, military habits, and 
common alliance, which the great baronage of the realm 
enjoyed. London, nevertheless, from its populousness, 
and the usual character of cities, was the centre of a 
dernocratic power, which, bursting at times into pre- 
cipitate and needless tumult easily repressed by force, 
kept on its sHent course till, near the end of the 
thuiieenth century, the rights of the citizens and bur- 
gesses in the legislature were constitutionally esta- 
blished. [1848,] 


Note Y. Page 26. 

« 

If Fitz-Stephen rightly informs us that in London 
there were 126 parish churches, besides 13 conventual 
ones, we may naturally think the population much 
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underrated at 40,000. Bui tlie fashion of building 
churches in cities was so general, that we cannot apply 
a standard from modem times. Norwich contained 
sixty parishes. 

Even under Henry II., as we find by Fitz-Stephen, the 
prelates and nobles had town houses. “ Ad haec omnes 
fere episcopi, abbates, et magnates Anglise, quasi ciTes 
et munioipes sunt urbis Lundonise; sua ibi habentes 
eedificia praeclara ; ubi se recipiunt, ubi divites impensas 
faciunt, ad concilia, ad conventus celebres in * urbem 
eYOcati, a domino rege vel metropolitano suo, seu pro- 
priis tracti negotiis.’’ The eulogy of London by this 
writer is very curious ; its citizens were thus early 
distinguished by their good eating, to which they added 
amusements less congenial to later liverymen, hawking, 
cock-fighting, and much more. The word cockmy is not 
improbably derived from cocayne^ the name of an imagi- 
nary land of ease and jollity. 

The city of London within the walls was not wholly 
built, many gardens and open spaces remaining. And 
the houses were never more than a single story above the 
ground-floor, according to the uniform type of English 
dwellings in the twelfth and following centuries. On 
the other hand, the liberties contained many inhabi1>- 
ants ; the streets were narrower than since the fire of 
1666 ; and the vast spaces now occupied by warehouses 
might have been covered by dwelling-houses. Forty 
thousand, on the whole, seems rather a low estimate for 
these two centuries ; but it is impossible to go beyond 
the vaguest conjecture. 

The population of Paris in the middle ages has been 
estimated with as much diversity as that of London. 
M. Dulaure, on the basis of the taille in 1313, reckons 
the iohabitants at 49,110.* But he seems to have made 
unwarrantable assumptions where his data were defi- 
cient. M. Guerard, on the other hand (Documene 
Inedits, 1841), after long calculations, brings the 
population of the city in 1292 to 215,861. This is 
certainly very much more than we could assign to 
London, or probably any European city ; and, in fact, 
his estimate goes on two arbitrary postulate. The 


S Uist de yoL iiL p. 331. 
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extent of Paris in that age, which is tolerably known, 
must be decisive against so high a population.^ 

The Winton Domesday, in the possession of the 
Society of Antiquaries of London, famishes some im- 
portant information as to that city, which, as well as 
London, does not appear in the great Domesday Book. 
This record is of the reign of Henry I. Winchester had 
been, as is well known, the capital of the Anglo-Saxon 
kings. It has been observed that “ the opulence of the 
inhabitants may possibly be gathered from the frequent 
recurrence of the trade of goldsmith in it, and the popu- 
lousness of the town from the enumeration of the 
streets.” ^Cooper’s Public Eecords, i. 226.) Of these 
we find sixteen. “ In the petition from the city of 
Winchester to king Henry VI. in 1450, no less than 
nine of these streets are mentioned as having been 
ruined.” As York appears to have contained about 
10,000 inhabitants under the Confessor, we may pro- 
bably compute the population of Winchester at nearly 
twice that number. 


Note VI, Page 32, 

The Lords’ committee extenuate the presumption that 
either knights or burgesses sat in any of these parlia- 
ments. The “ cunctarum regni civitatum pariter et bur- 
gorum potentiores,” mentioned by Wikes in 1269 or 1270, 
they suppose to have been invited in order to witness 
the ceremony of translating the body of Edward the 
Confessor to his tomb newly prepared in Westminster 
Abbey (p, 161), It is evident, indeed, that this assembly 
acted afterwards as a parliament in levying money. But 
the burgesses are not mentioned in this. It cannot, 
nevertheless, be presumed from the silence of the his- 
torian, who had previously informed us of their presence 
at Westminster, that they took no part. It may be 

^ John of Troyes says, in ^67, that thirteenth and fourteenth centuries the 
from sixty to ei^ty thousand men ap- houses were stiU cottages; only four 
peered in arms. Dulaure (Hist, de Paris, streets were paved ; they were very 
voL iii. p. 505) says this gives 130,000 narrow and dirty, and often inundated 
for the whole population; but it gives by the Seine. Ib.p.lfi8. 
double, which is incredible. In the 

YOU. m, 0 
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perbaps, more doxibtfal whether they were chosen by 
their constitueiits or merely summoned as ** potentiores.” 

The words of the statute of Marlbridge (51 Hen, HI.), 
which are repeated in Trench by that of Gloucester 
(6 Edw. I.), do not satisfy the committee that there 
was any representation either of counties or boroughs. 

“ They rather import a selection by the king of the most 
discreet men of e^ery degree ” (p. 183). And the statutes 
of 13 Edw. I., referring to this of Gloucester, assert it to 
have been made by the Mng, “ with prelates, earls, 
barons, and his council,” thus seeming to exclude what 
would afterwards have been called the lower house. 
The assembly of 1271, described in the Annals of Wa- 
verley, “ seems to have been an extraordinary conven- 
tion, warranted rather by the particular circumstances 
under which the country was placed than by any con- 
stitutional law” (p. 173). It was, however, a case of 
representation ; and following several of the like nature, 
at least as far as counties were concerned, would render 
the principle familiar. The committee are even unwilling 
to admit that la communaute de la terre iUocques sum- 
mons” in the statute of Westminster I., though expressly 
distinguished from the prelates, earls, and barons, ap- 
peared in consequence of election (p. 173). But, if not 
elected, we cannot suppose less than that all the tenants 
in chief, or a large number of them, were summoned; 
which, after the experience of representation, was hardly 
a probable course. 

The Lords’ committee, I must still incline to thi^, 
have gone too far when they come to the conclusion 
that, on the whole view of the evidence collected on the 
subject, from the 49th of Hen. IH. to the 18th of Edw. I., 
there seems strong ground for presuming that, after the 
49th of Hen. III., the constitution of the legislative 
assembly returned generally to its old course ; that the 
writs issued in the 49th of Henry III., being a novelty, 
were not afterwards precisely followed, as far as appears, 
in any instance ; and that the writs issued in the 11th of 
Edw.' I., “for assembling two conventions, at York and 
Northampton, of knights, citizen^, burgesses, and repre- 
sentatives of towns, without prelates, earls, and barons, 
were an extraordinary measure, probably adopted for the 
occasion, and never afterwards foLowed ; and that the 
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writs issued in tlie IStli of Edw. I., for electing two or 
three knights for each shire without correspondmg writs 
for election of citizens or hurgesses, and not directly 
founded on or conformable to the writs issued in the 
49ih of Henry HI., were probably adopted for a particxilar 
purpose, possibly to sanction one important law [the 
statute Quia Emptores~\^ and because the smaller tenants 
in chief of the crown rarely attended the ordinary legis- 
lative assemblies when summoned, or attended in such 
small numbers that a representation of them by knights 
chosen for the whole shire was deemed advisable, to give 
sanction to a law materially affecting all the tenants in 
chief, and those holding under them ” (p. 204). 

The election of two or three knights for the parliament 
of 18th Edw. I., which I have overlooked in my text, 
appears by an entry on the close roll of that year, directed 
to the sheriff of Northumberland ; and it is proved jfrom 
the same roll that similar writs w^re directed to all the 
sheriffs in England. We do not find that the citizens 
and burgesses were present in this parliament ; and it is 
reasonably conjectured that, the object of summoning it 
being to procure a legislative consent to the statute Quia 
Mnptores, which put an end to the subinfeudation of lands^ 
the towns were thought to have little interest in the 
measure. It is, however, another early precedent for 
county representation ; and that of 22nd of Edw. I. (see 
the writ in Eeport of Committee, p. 209) is more regular* 
We do not find that the citizens and burgesses were sum- 
moned to either parliament. 

But, after the 23rd of Edward I., the legislative con- 
stitution seems not to have been unquestionably settled, 
even in the essential point of taxation. The Confiimar 
tion of the Charters, in the 25th year of that reign, while 
it contained a positive declaration that no ‘‘ aids, tasks, 
or prises should be levied in future, without assent of the 
realm,” was made in consideration of a grant made by an 
assembly in which representatives of cities and boroughs 
do not appear to have been present. Yet, though Ihe 
words of the charter or statute -are prospective, it seems 
to have long before been reckoned a clear right of the 
subject, at least by himself, not to be taxed without his 
consent. A tallage on royal towns and demesnes, never- 
theless, was set without authority of parliament foul 

q2 
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years afterwards. This “ seems to show, either that the 
king’s right to tax his demesnes at his pleasure was not 
intended to he included in the word tallage in that 
statute [meaning the supposed statute d& tdlagio non con- 
cedendo\ or that the king acted in contravention of it. 
But if the king’s cities and boroughs were still liable to 
tallage at the will of the crown, it may not have been 
deemed inconsistent that they should be required to send 
representatives for the purpose of granting a general aid 
to be assessed on the same cities and boroughs, together 
with the rest of tlie kingdom, when such general aid was 
granted, and yet should be liable to be tallaged at the 
will of the crown when no such general aid was granted” 
(p. 244). 

If in these later years of Edward’s reign the king could 
venture on so strong a measure as the imposition of a 
tallage without consent of those on whom it was levied, 
it is less surprising that no representatives of the com- 
mons appear to have been summoned to one parliament, 
or perhaps two, in his twenty-seventh year, when some 
statutes were enacted. But, as this is merely inferred 
from the want of any extant writ, which is also the case 
in some parliaments where, from other sources, we can 
trace the commons to have been present, little stress 
should be laid upon it. 

In the remarks which I have offered in these notes on 
the Eeport of the Lords’ Committee, I have generally! 
abstained from repeating any which Mr. Allen broughi 
forward. But the reader should have recourse to hh 
learned criticism in the Edinburgh Eeview. It wil 
appear that the committee overlooked not a few im- 
portant records, both in the reign of Edward I. and thai 
of his son. 


Note YII. Page 35. 

Two considerable authorities have, since the firs 
publication of this work, placed themselves, one ver] 
confidently, one much less so, on the side of our olde; 
lawyers and in favour of the antiquity of borough repre 
sentation. Mr. Allen, who, in his review of my volumei 
(Edinb. Eev, xxx. 169), observes, as to this point,— 
** We are inclined, in the main, to agree with Mi 
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Hallam,” lets us know, two or three years afterwards, 
that the scale was tending the other way, when, in his 
review of the Eeport of the Lords’ Committee, who give 
a decided opinion that cities and boroughs were on no 
occasion called upon to assist at legislative meetings 
before the forty-ninth of Henry III., and are much dis- 
posed -to believe that none were originally summoned to 
parliament, except cities and boroughs of ancient de 
mesne, or in the hands of the king at the time when they 
received the summons, he says, — “ We are inclined to 
doubt the first of these propositions, and convinced that 
the latter is entirely erroneous.” (Edinb. Kev. xxxv. 30.) 
He allows, however, that our kings had no motive to 
summon their cities and boroughs to the legislature, for 
the purpose of obtaining money, “this being procured 
through the justices in eyre, or special commissioners ; 
and therefore, if summoned at all, it is probable that the 
citizens and burgesses were assembled on particular 
occasions only, when their assistance or authority was 
wanted to confirm or establish the measures in contem- 
plation by the government.” But as he alleges no proof 
that this was ever done, and merely descants on the 
importance of London and other cities both before and 
after the Conquest, and as such an occasional summons 
to a great council, for the purpose of advice, would by 
no means involve the necessity of legislative consent, we 
can hardly reckon this very acute writer among the 
positive advocates of a high antiquity for the commons 
in parliament. 

Sir Francis Palgrave has taken much higher ground, 
and his theory, in part at least, would have been hailed 
with applause by the parliaments of Charles I. Ac- 
cording to this, we are not to look to feudal principles 
for our great councils of advice and consent. They were 
the aggregate of representatives from the courts-leet of 
each shire and each borough, and elected by the juries 
to present the grievances of the people and to suggest 
their remedies. The assembly summoned by William 
the Conqueror appears to him not only, as it did to lord 
Hale, “a sufficient parliament,” but a regular one; 

“ proposing the law and giving the initiation to the bill 
which required the king’s consent.” (Ed. Eev. xxxvi. • 
327.) “ We cannot,” he proceeds, “ discover any esseu 



230 


ANTIQUITY OF 


Notes to 


tial difference between the powers of these juries and the 
share of the legislative authority which was enjoyed by 
the commons at a period when the constitution assumed 
a more tangible shape and form.” This is supported with 
that copiousness and variety of illustration which dis- 
tinguish his theories, even when there hangs over them 
something not quite satisfactory to a rigorous inquirer, 
and when their absolute originality on a subject so beaten 
is of itself reasonably suspicious. Thus we come in a few 
pages to the conclusion — “ Certainly there is no theory 
so improbable, so irreconcilable to general history or to 
the peculiar spirit of our constitution, as the opinions 
which are held by those who deny the substantial 
antiquity of the house of commons. No paradox is so 
startling as the assumption that the knights and burgesses 
who stole into the great council between the close of the 
reign of Jobn and tiie beginning of the reign of Edward 
should convert themselves at once into the third estate 
of the realm, and stand before the king and his poors in 
possession of powers and privileges which the original 
branches of the legislature could neither dispute nor 
withstand” (p. 332). “It must not be forgotten that 
the researches of all previous writers have been directed 
wholly in furtherance of the opinions which have been 
held respecting the feudal origin of parliament. No one 
has considered it as a common-law court.” 

I do not know that it is necessary to believe in a 
properly feudal origm of parliament, or that this hypo- 
thesis is generally received. The great council of the 
Norman Hngs was, as in common with Sir F. Palgrave 
and many others I believe, little else than a continuation 
of the witenagemot, the immemorial organ of the Anglo- 
Saxon aristocracy in their relation to the king. It might 
be composed, perhaps, more strictly according to feudal 
principles ; but the royal thanes had always been con- 
senting parties. Of the representation of courts-leet we 
may require better evidence : aldermen of London, or 
persons bearing that name, perhaps as landowners rather 
than citizens (see a former note), may possibly have been 
occasionally present ; but it is remarkable that neither 
in historians nor records do we find this mentioned ; that 
•* aldermen, in the municipal sense, are never enumerated 
among the constituents of a witenagemot or a council^ 
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thougli tkey mnst, oa the representative theory, have 
composed a large portion of both. But, waiving this 
hypothesis, which the author seems not here to insist 
upon, thoT^h he returns to it in the Else and Progress of 
the English Commonwealth, why is it “ a staxtliug 
paradox to deny the substantial antiquity of the house 
of commons ” ? By this I understand him to mean that 
representatives from counties and boroughs came regu- 
larly, or at least frequently, to the great councils of 
Saxon and Norman kings, Their iadispensable consent 
in legislation I do not apprehend him to affirm, but rather 
the reverse : — “ The supposition that in any early period 
the burgesses had a voice in the solemn acts of the legis- 
lature is untenable/’ (Eise and Progress, &c., i. 314.) 
But they certainly did, at one time or other, obtain this 
right, “ or convert themselves,” as he expresses it, “ into 
the third estate of the realm;” so that upon any hypo- 
thesis a great constitutional change was wrought in the 
powers of the commons. The revolutionary character 
of Montfort’s parliament in the 49th of Hen. HI. would 
sufficiently account both for the appearance of repre- 
sentatives from a democracy so favourable to that bold 
reformer and for the equality of power with which it was 
probably designed to invest them. But whether in the 
more peaceable times of Edward I. the citizens or bur- 
gesses were recognised as essential parties to every legis- 
lative measure, may, as I have shown, be open to much 
doubt. 

I cannot upon the whole overcome the argument from 
the silence of all historians, from the deficiency of all 
proof as to any presence of citizens and burgesses, in a 
representative character as a house of commons, before 
the 49th year of Henry HI.; because after this time 
historians and chroniclers exactly of the same character 
as the former, or even less copious and valuable, do not 
omit to mention it. We are accustomed in the sister 
kingdoms, so to speak, of the continent, founded on the 
same Teutonic original, to argue against the existence of 
representative councils, or other institutions, from the 
same absence of positive testimony. No one believes 
that the three estates of Erance were called together 
before the time of Philip the Fair. No one strains the ^ 
representation of cities in the cortesof Castile beyond the 



232 


ACJTHOEITY OF THE 


Notes to 


date at wMcliwe discover its existence by testimony. It 
is true that unreasonable inferences may be made from 
what is usually called negative evidence ; but how 
readily and how often are we deceived by a reliance on 
testimony I In many instances the negative conclusion 
carries with it a conviction equal to a great mass ot 
affirmative proof. And such I reckon the inference from 
the language of Eoger Hoveden, of Matthew Paris, and 
so many more who speak of councils and parliaments full 
of prelates and nobles, without a syllable of the burgesses, 
Either they were absent, or they were too insignifLcant 
to be named ; and in that case it is hard to perceive any 
motive for requiring their attendance. 


Note YIII. Page 42. 

A record, which may be read in Brady’s History of 
England (vol. ii. Append, p. 66) and in Kymer (t, iv, 
p, 1237), relative to the proceedings on Edward II.’s 
flight into Wales and subsequent detention, recites that, 
“ flie king having left his kingdom without government, 
and gone away withnotorious enemies of the queen, prince, 
and realm, divers prelates, earls, barons, and knights, 
then being at Bristol in the presence of the said queen 
and duke (prince Edward, duke of Cornwall), by the assent 
of the whole commonalty of the realm there heing, unanimously 
elected the said duke to be guardian of the said kingdom ; 
so that the said duke and guardian should rule and 
govern the said realm in the name and by the authority 
of the king his father, he being thus absent.” But the 
king being taken and brought back into England, the 
power thus delegated to the guardian ceased of course ; 
whereupon the bishop of Hereford was sent to press the 
king to permit that the great seal, which he had with 
him, the prince having only used his private seal, should 
be used in all things that required it. Accordingly the 
king sent the great seal to the queen and prince. The 
bishop is said to have been thus commissioned to fetch 
the seal by the prince and queen, a^^ by the said prelates 
and peers, with the assent of the said commonalty then being at 
^Eerefird. It is plain that these were mere words of 
^course ; for no parliament had been convoked, and no 



CThap. VIII. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


235 


proper representatives could have been either at Bristol 
or Hereford. However, this is a very curious record, 
inasmuch as it proves the importance attached to the 
forms of the constitution at this period. 

The Lords’ committee dwell much on an enactment 
in the parliamerrt held at York in 15 Edw. II. (1322), 
which they conceived to be the first express recognition 
of the constitutional powers of the lower house. It was 
there enacted that “for ever thereafter all manner of 
ordinances or provisions made by the subjects of the king 
or his heirs, by any power or authority whatsoever, con- 
cerning the royal power of the king or his heirs, or 
against the estate of the crown, should be void and of no 
avail or force whatsoever ; but the matters to be esta- 
blished for the estate of the king and of his heirs, and for 
the estate of the realm and of the people, should be 
treated, accorded, and established in parliament by the 
king, and by the assent of the prelates, earls, and 
barons, and the commonalty of the realm, according 
as had been before accustomed. This proceeding, there- 
fore, declared the legislative authority to reside only in 
the king, with the assent of the prelates, earls, and 
barons, and commons assembled in parliament ; and that 
every legislative act not done by fiiat authority should 
be deemed void and, of no effect. By whatever violence 
this statute may have been obtained, it declared the con- 
stitutional law of the realm on this important subject.” 
(p. 282.) The violence, if resistance to the usurpation of 
a subject is to oe called such, was on the part of the king, 
who had just sent the earl of Lancaster to the scaffold, 
and the present enactment was levelled at the ordinances 
which had been forced upon the crown by his faction. 
The lords ordainers, nevertheless, had been appointed 
with consent of the commons, as has been mentioned in 
the text ; so that this provision in 1 5 Edward II. seems 
rather to limit than to enhance the supreme power of 
parliament, if it were meant to prohibit any future enact- 
ment of the same kind by its sole authority. But the 
statute is declaratory in its nature ; nor can we any more 
doubt that the legMative authority was reposed in the 
king, lords, and commons before this era than that it was 
so everafterwai’ds. TTnsteady as the constitutional usage ^ 
had been through the reign of Edward I., and willing as 
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both, lie and his son may have been to prevent its com- 
plete establishment, the necessity of parliamentary con- 
sent both for levying money and enacting laws must have 
become an article of the public creed before his death. 
If it be true that even after this declaratory statute laws 
were made without the assent or presence of the commons, 
as the Lords’ committee incline to hold (p. 285, 286, 
287), it was undeniably an irregular and unconstitutional 
proceeding ; but this can only show that we ought to be 
very slow in presuming earlier proceedings of the same 
nature to have been more conformable to the spirit of the 
existing constitution. The Lords’ committee too often 
reason from the fact to the right, as well as ifrom the 
words to the fact ; both are fallacious, and betray them 
into some vacillation and perplexity. They do not, how- 
ever, question, on the whole, but that a new constitution 
of the legislative assemblies of the realm had been intro- 
duced before the 15th year of Edward 11., and that “ the 
practice had prevailed so long before as to give it, in the 
opinion of the parliament then assembled, the force and 
effect of a custom, which the parliament declared should 
thereafter be considered as established law.*’ (p. 293.) 
This appears to me rather an inadequate exposition of the 
public spirit, of the tendency towards enlarging the basis 
of the constitution, to which the “practice and custom” 
owed its origin * but the positive facts are truly stated. 


JS’ote IX. Page 124. 

Writs are addressed in 11th of Edw. 11. “comitibua, 
majoribus baronibus, et prselatis,” whence the Lords’ 
committee infer that the style used in John’s charter 
was still preserved (Eeport, p, 277). And though in 
those times there might be much irregularity in issuing 
writs of summons, the term “majores barones” must 
have had an application to definite persons. Of the 
irregularity we may judge by the fact that under Edward 
I. about eighty were generally summoned ; under hia son 
.lever so many as fifty, sometimes leSs than forty, as may 
1)0 seen in Dugdale’s Summonitiones ad Parliamentum 
4Llie committee endeavour to draw an inference from this 
against a subsisting right of tenure. But if it is meant 
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tliat the king had an acknowledged prerogative of omit- 
ting any baron at his discretion, the higher English 
nobility must have lost its notorious privileges, sanctioned 
by long usage, by the analogy of all feudal governments, 
and by the charter of John, which, thongh not renewed 
in terms, nor intended to be retained in favour of the 
lesser barons, or tenants in capita^ could not, relatively to 
the rights of the superior order, have been designedly 
relinquished. 

The committee wish to get rid of tenure as conferring 
a right to summons ; they also strongly doubt whether 
the summons conferred an hereditary nobility ; but they 
assert that, in the 16th of Edward III., “ those who may 
have been deemed to have been in the reign of John 
distinguished as majares laroms by the honour of a personal 
writ of summons, or by the extent and influence of their 
property, from the other tenants in chief of the crown, 
were now clearly become, with the earls and the newly 
created dignity of duke, a distinct body of men denomi- 
nated peers of the land, and having distinct personal 
rights; while the other tenants in chief, whatsoever 
their rights may have been in the reign of J ohn, sunk 
into the general mass.” (p. 314.) 

The appellation “ peers of the land ” is said to occur 
for the flrst time in 14 Edw. II. (p. 281), and we find 
them very distinctly in the proceedings against Bereford 
and others at the beginning of the next reign. They 
were, of course, entitled to trial by their own order. 
But whether all laymen summoned by particular writs to 
parliament were at that time considered as peers, and 
triable by the rest as such, must be questionable, unless 
we could assume that the writ of summons already 
ennobled the blood, which is at least not the opinion of 
the committee. If, therefore, the writ did not constitute 
an hereditary peer, nor tenure in chief by barony give a 
right to sit in parliament, we should have a difficulty in 
finding any deteiminate estate of nobility at all, exclusive 
of earls, who were, at all times and without exception, 
indisputably noble ; an hypothesis manifestly paradoxical, 
and contradicted by history and law. If it be said that 
prescription was the only title, this maybe so far granted 
that the majores barones had by prescription, antecedent to ** 
any statute or charter, been summoned to parliament 
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but prescription would not be broken by ike omission^ 
through negligence or policy, of an individual tenant by 
barony in a few parliaments. The prescription was pro- 
perly in favour of the class, the majores harones gener^ly, 
and as to them it was perfect, extending itself in right, 
if not always in fact, to every one who came within its 
scope. 

In the Third Eeport of the Lords’ Committee, appar 
ently drawn by the same hand as the Second, they con- 
jecture that ^ter the establishment of the commons’ 
house of parliament as a body by election, separate and 
distinct from the lords, all idea of a right to a writ of 
summons to parliament by reason of tenure had ceased, 
and that the dignity of baron, if not conferred by patent, 
was considered as derived only from the king’s writ of 
summons.” (Third Eeport, p. 226.) Yet they have not 
only found many cases of persons summoned by writ 
several times whose descendants have not been summoned, 
and hesitate even to approve the decision of the house on 
the Cliffcon barony in 1673, when it was determined i^t 
the claimant’s ancestor, by writ of summons and sitting 
in parliament, was a peer, but doubt whether ‘‘ even at 
this day the doctrine of that case ought to be considered 
as generally applicable, or may be limited by time and 
circumstances.” ^ (p. 33.) 

It seems, with much deference to more learned investi- 
gators, rather improbable that, either before or after the 
regular admission of the knights and burgesses by repre- 
sentation, an<t consequently the constitution of a distinct 
lords’ house of parliament, a writ of summons could have 
been lawfully withheld at the king’s pleasure from any 
one holding such lands by barony as rendered him noto- 
riously one of the majores harones, !Nor will this be much 

* This doubt was soon afterwards been an universal practice. It was held 
changed into a proposition, strenuously by lord Redesdale, that, at least until 
maintained by the supposed compiler of the statute ci 5 Richard £L c. 4, no here- 
these Reports, lord Redesdale, on the ditaty or even personal right to tho 
claim to the barony of L’Isle In 1829. peerage was created by the writ of sum- 
The ancestor had been called by writ to mons. The house of lords rejected the 
several parliaments of Edw. HI. ; and claim, thou^ the language of their reso- 
having only a dai^ter, the negative lution is Hot conclusive as to the prin- 
argument from the omission of his pos- ciple. The opinion of lord R. has 
^lerity is of little value; for thou^ the been ably impugned by Sir Harris Ni- 
husbands of heiresses were frequently colas, in his Eeport of the LTsle Peerage, 
suinmoned, this does not seem to have 
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affected t'j arguments from the inexpediency or supposed 
anomaly of permitting the right of sitting as a peer of 
parliament to be transferred by alienation. The Lords’ 
committee dwell at length upon them. And it is true 
that, in our original feudal constitution, the fiefe of the 
crown could not be alienated without its consent. But 
when this was obtained, when a barony had passed by 
purchase, it would naturally draw with it, as an incident 
of tenure, the privilege of being summoned to parliament, 
or, in language more accustomed in those times, the 
obligation of doing suit and service to the bi-ny in his 
high court. Nor was the alienee, doubtless, to be taxed 
without his own consent, any more than another tenant 
in capite,^ What incongruity, therefore, is there in the 
supposition that, after tenants in fee simple acquired by 
statute the power of alienation without previous consent 
of the crown, the new purchaser stood on the same footing 
in all other respects as before the statute ? It is also 
much to be observed that the claim to a summons might 
be gained by some methods of purchase, using that word, 
of course, in the legal sense. Thus the husbands of 
heiresses of baronies were frequently summoned, and sat 
as tenants by courtesy after the wife’s death; though it 
must be owned that ihe committee doubt, in their Third 
Eeport (p. 47), whether tenancy by courtesy of a dignity 
was ever allowed as a right. Thus, too, every estate 
created in tail male was a diversion of the inheritance by 
the owner’s sole will from its course according to law. 
Yet in the case of the barony of Abergavenny, even so 
late as the reign of James I., the heir male, being in 
seisin of the lands, was called by writ as baron, to the 
exclusion of the heir general. Surely this was an 
authentic recognition, not only of baronial tenure as the 
foundation of a right to sit in parliament, but of its alien- 
ability by the tenant.*' 

If it be asked whether the posterity of a baron aliening 
the lands which gave him a right to be summoned to 
the king’s court would be entitled to the privileges of 
peerage by nobility of blood, it is true that, according 

k The Lords’ committee (Second Re- the Fanes for the particnlar barony in 
port, p. 436) endeavour to elude the force question : thou^ some satisfaction waa 
of this authority ; but it manifestly ap- made to tne claimant of the latter 
pearg that the Nevilles were preferred to by calling her to a different peerage. 
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to Collins, wliose opinion tlie committee incline to fol- 
low, there are instances of persons in such circumstances 
being summoned. But this seems not to prove any- 
thing to the purpose. The long, no one doubts, from 
the time of Edward I., used to summon by writ many 
who had no baronial tenure ; and the circumstance of 
having alienated a barony could not render any one 
incapable of attending parliament by a different title. 
It is very hard to determine any question as to times of 
much irregularity ; but it seems that the posterity of one 
who had parted with his baronial lands would not, in 
those early times, as a matter of course, remain noble. 
A right by tenure seems to exclude a right by blood ; 
not necessarily, because two collateral titles may co- 
exist, but in the principle of the constitution. A feudal 
principle was surely the more ancient ; and what could 
be more alien to this than a baron, a peer, an hereditary 
counsellor, without a fief? Nobility, that is, gentility 
of birth, might be testified by a pedigree or a bearing ; 
but a peer was to be in arms for ihe crown, to grant 
own money as well as that of others, to lead his vassals, 
to advise, to exhort, to restrain the sovereign. The new 
theory came in by degrees, but in the decay of every 
feudal idea ; it was the substitution of a different pride 
of aristocracy for that of baronial wealth and power ; a 
pride nourished by heralds, more peaceable, more indo- 
lent, more accommodated to the rules of fixed law and 
vigorous monarchy. It is difficult to trace the progress 
of this theory, which rested on nobility of blood, but 
yet so remarkably modified by the original principle of 
tenure, that the privileges of this nobility were ever 
confined to the actual possessor, and did not take his 
kindred out of the class of commoners. This sufficiently 
demonstrates that the phrase is, so to say, catachrestic, 
not used in a proper sense; inasmuch as the actual 
seisin of the peerage as an hereditament, whether by 
writ or by patent, is as much requisite at present for 
nobility, as tiie seisin of an estate by barony was in the 
reign of Henry m. 

Tenure by barony appears to haved)een recognised by 
the house of lords in the reign of Henry YI,, when the 
earldom of Anmdel was claimed as annexed to the 
“ castle, honour, and lordship aforesaid.*’ The Lords’ 
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committee have elaborately disproved the allegations of 
descent and tenure, on wMcli this claim was allowed 
(Second Eeport, p. 406-426.) But all with which we 
are concerned is the decision of the crown and of the 
house in the 11th year of Hen^ VI,, whether it were 
Tight or wrong as to the particular facts of the case. 
And here we find that the king, by the advice and 
assent of the lords, “ considering that Bichard Fitzalan, 
&c., was seised of the castle, honour, and lordship in fee[ 
and by reason of his possession thereof, without any 
other reason or creation, was earl of Amndel, and held 
the name, style, and honour of earl of Amndel, and the 
place and seat of earl of Arundel in parliament and 
councils of the Mng,” &c., admits him to the same seat 
and place as his ancestors, earls of Arundel, had held. 
This was long afterwards conJ^ed by act of parlia- 
ment (3 Car. I.), reciting the digniiy of earl of Arundel 
to be real and loc^, &c., and settlmg the title on certain 
persons in tail, with provisions against alienation of the 
castle and honour. This appears to establish a tenure 
by barony in Arundel, as a recent determination had 
done in Abergavenny. Arundel was a very peculiar 
instance of an earldom by tenure. For we cannot doubt 
that all earls were peers of parliament by virtue of that 
rank, though, in fact, all held extensive lands of the 
crown. But in 1669 a new doctrine, which probably 
had long been floating among lawyers and in the house 
of lords, was laid down by the king in council on a 
claim to the title of Fitzrwalter. The nature of a barony 
by tenure having been discussed, it was found “ to have 
been discontinued for many ages, and not in being ” 
(a proposition not very tenable, if we look at the Aber 
gavenny case, even setting aside that of Arundel as 
peculiar in its character, and as settled by statute); 
“ and so not fit to be received, or to admit any pretence 
of right to succession thereto.” It is fair to observe 
that some eminent judges were present on this occasion. 
The co mmit tee justly say that “this decision” (which, 
after all, was not in the house of lords) “may perhaps 
be considered as apaounting to a solemn opinion that, 
although in early times the right to a writ of summons 
to parliament as a baron may have been founded on^ 
tenure, a contrary practice had prevailed for ages, and 
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that, therefore, it was not to be taken as then forming 
part of the constitutional law of the land.” (p. 446.; 
Thus ended barohy by tenure. The final decision, for 
such it has been considered, and recent attempts to 
revive the ancient doctrine have, been defeated, has 
prevented many tedious investigations of claims to 
baronial descent, and of alienations in times long past. 
For it could not be pretended that every fraction of a 
barony gave a right to summons; and, on the other 
hand, alienations of parcels, and descents to co-parceners, 
must have been common, and sometimes difficult to dis- 
prove. It was held, indeed, by some, that the caput 
baronioB, or principal lordship, contained, as it were, the 
vital principle of the peerage, and that its owner was 
the true baron ; but this assumption seems uncertain. 

It is not ver}’' easy to reconcile this peremptory denial 
of peerage by tenui'e with the proviso in the recent 
statute taking away tenure by knight-service, and, in- 
asmuch as it converts all tenure into socage, that also 
by barony, “ that this act shall not infiiage or hurt any 
title of honour, feudal or other, by which any person 
hath or may have right to sit in the lords’ house of 
parliament, as to his or their title of honour, or sitting 
in parliament, and the privilege belonging to them as 
peers.” (Stat. 12 Car. II. c. 24, s. 11.) 

Surely this clause was designed to preserve the inci- 
dent to baronial tenure, the privilege of being summoned 
to parliament, while it destroyed its original root, the 
tenure itself. The privy council, in their decision on 
the Fitzwalter claim, ^Id not allude to this statute, 
probably on account of the above proviso, and seem to 
argue that, if tenure by barony was no longer in being, 
the privilege attached to it must have been extinguished 
also. It is, however, observable that tenure by barony 
is not taken away by the statute, except by implication. 
NTo act indeed can be more loosely drawn than this, which 
was to change essentially the condition of landed pro- 
perty throughout the kmgdom. It literally abolishes 
all tenure m capite; though this is the basis of the 
crown’s right to escheat, and thoujgh lands in common 
socage, which the act with a strange confusion opposes 
^ to socage in capite, were as much holden of the Hng or 
other lord as those by knight-service. Whether it was 
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intended by the silence about tenure by barony to pass 
it over as obsolete, or this arose from negligence alone, 
it cannot be doubted that the proviso preserving the 
right of sitting in parliament by a feudal honour was 
introduced in order to save that privilege, as well for 
Arundel and Abergavenny as for any other that might 
bo entitled to it.“ 


Note X. Page 142. 

The equitable jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery 
has been lately traced, in some respects, though not for 
the special purpose mentioned in die text, higher than 
the reign of Eichard II. This great minister of the 
crown, as he was at least from the time of the Conquest,” 
always till the reign of Edward HI. an ecclesiastic of 
high digmty, and honourably distinguished as the keeper- 
of the king’s conscience, was peculiarly intrusted with, 
the duty of redressing the grievances of the subject, both 
when they sprung from misconduct of the government, 
through its subordinate officers, and when the injury- 
had been inflicted by powerful oppressors. He seems 
generally to have been the chief or president of the 
council, when it exerted that jiuisdiotion which we have* 
been sketching in the text, and which will be the subject 


“ The continuatice of barony by tenure 
has been controverted by Sir Harris 
Nioolas, in some renciarks on sncb a 
claim preferred by the present earl 
Pitzharding while yet a conunoner, in 
virtue of the possession of Berkeley 
castle, pnbli^ed as an Appendix to his 
Report of the L'lsle Peerage, In ibe 
particular case there seem to have been 
several difficulties, independently of the 
great one, that, in the reign of Charles U., 
barony by tenure had been finally con- 
demned. But there is surely a great 
general difficulty on the opposite side, in 
the hypothesis that, while it is acknow- 
ledged that there were, in the reigns of 
Edw-ard I. and Edward 1I„ certain known 
persons holding by barony and called 
peers of the realm, it could have been 
agreeable to the fendfd or to the Engli^ 
amstitution that the king, by refusing to 
VOL. m. 


the posterity of such barons a writ ofr 
summons to parbament, might deprive- 
them of their nobility, and reduce tbmn. 
for ever to the rank of commoners. 

^ It has been doubted, notwithstand- 
ing the authority of Spelman, and some 
earlier but rather precarious testimony, 
whether the chancellor before the Con- 
quest was any more than a scribe or- 
secretary. Palgrave, in the Quarterly 
Review, xxxiv. 291. The Anglo-Saxon 
charters, as fe-r as I have observed, never 
mention him as a witness; which seema 
a very strong circumstance. Ingulfua,. 
indeed, has givai a jwtnpous account of 
chancellor Turketul; and, if the history 
ascribed to Ingulfus be genuine, the office 
must have been of high dignity. Lord 
Campbell assumes this in his Lives of 
the Chancellors. 

K 
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of another note. But lie is more prominent when pre- 
siding in a separate tribunal as a single judge. 

The Court of Chancery is not distinctly to be traced 
under Henry HI. Tor a passage in Matthew Paris, who 
says of Eadulfas de NeYil — “ Erat regis fidelissimus 
cancellarius, et inconcussa columna veritatis, singulis 
sua jura, praecipue pauperibus, just^ reddens et indilat^,” 
may be construed of ms judicial conduct in the council. 
This province naturally, however, led to a separation of 
the two powers. And in the reign of Edward I. we find 
the king sending certain of the petitions addressed to 
him, praying extraordinary removes, to the chancellor 
and master of the rolls, or to either separately, by writ 
under the privy seal, which was the usual mode by 
which the long delegated the exercise of his prerogative 
to his council, directing them to give such remedy as 
should appear to be consonant to honesty (or equity, 
hmestai^, “ There is reason to believe,” says Mr. Spence 
(Equitable Jurisdiction, p. 335), “ that this was not a 
novelty.” But I do not know upon what grounds this 
is believed. Writs, both those of course and others, 
msued from Chancery in the same reign. (Palgrave^s 
Essay on King’s Council, p. 15.) Lord Campbell has 
given a few specimens of petitions to the council, and 
answers endorsed upon them, in the reign of Edward L, 
communicated to hnn by Mr. Hardy from the records of 
the Tower. In all these the petitions are referred to 
the chancellor for justice. The entry, at least as given 
by lord Campbell, is commonly so short that we cannot 
always determine whether the petition was on account 
of wrongs by the crown or olhers. The following is 
rather more clear than the rest: — ‘‘ 18 Edw. I. The 
king’s tenants of Aulton complain that Adam Gordon 
ejected them from their pasture, contraiy to the tenor of 
the king’s writ. Eesp. Yeniant partes coram cancellario, 
et ostendat ei Adamquare ipsos ejecit, eti^tiis justitia.” 
Another is a petition concerning concealment of dower, 
for which, perhaps, there was no legal remedy. 

In the reign of Edward II. the peculiar jurisdiction 
of the chancellor was still mere distinctly marked. 
“ From petitions and answers lately discovered, it ap- 
pears that during this reign the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery was considerably extended, as the 
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• oonsuetudo oanoellarisa ’ is often familiarly mentioned. 
We find petitions referred to the chancellor in his court, 
either separately, or in conjunction with the king’s 
justioes, or the king’s seijeante ; on disputes respecting 
the wardship of infants, partition, dower, rent-charges, 
tithes, and goods of felons. The chancellor was in full 
possession of his jurisdiction over charities, and he 
superintended the conduct of coroners. Mere wrongs, 
such as malicious prosecutions and trespasses to personal 
property, are sometimes the subject of proceedings be- 
fore him ; but I apprehend that those were cases where, 
from powerful combinations and confederacies, redress 
could not be obtaiued in the courts of common law.” 
(Lives of Ghanc. vol. i. p. 204.) 

Lord Campbell, still with materials furnished by Mr . 
Hardy, has given not less than thirty-eight entries dur- 
ing the reign of Edward EE., where the petition, though 
sometimes directed to the council, is referred to the 
chancellor for determination. One only of these, so far 
as we can judge from their very brief expression, implies 
anything of an equitable jurisdiction. It is again a case 
of dower, and the claimant is remitted to the Chancery ; 

“ et fiat sibi ibidem justitia, quia non potest juvari per 
communem legem per breve de dote.” This case is in 
the EoUs of Parliament (i. 340), and had been previously 
mentioned by Mr. Bruce in a learned memoir on the 
Court of Star-Chamber. (Arohaeologia, xxv. 345.) It is 
difficult to say whether this fell wi thin the modem rules 
of equity, but the general principle is evidently the 
same. 

Another petition is from the commonalty of Suffolk to 
the council, complaining of false indictments and pre- 
sentments in courts-leet. It is answered — “ Si quis 
sequi volnerit adversus falsos indicatores et procuratores 
de falsis indictamentis, sequatur in Cancell, et habebit 
remedium oonsequens.” Several other entries in this list 
are illustrative of the jurisdiction appertaining, in fact at 
least, to the council and the chancellor ; and being of so 
early a reign form a valuable accession to those which 
later records have ftanished to Sir Matthew Hale and 
others. 

The Court of Chancery began to decide causes as a '' 
court of equity, according to Mr. Hardy, in the reign of 

R 2 
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Edward III., probaHy about 22 Edw. III. (Introduction 
to Close Eolls, p, 28.) Lord Campbell would carry tins 
jurisdiction higher, and the instances already mentioned 
may be sufficient just to prove that it had begun to exist. 
It certainly seems no unnatural supposition that the 
great principle of doing justice, by which the council 
and the chancellor professed to guide their exercise of 
judicature, may have led them to grant relief in some of 
those numerous instances where the common law was 
defective or its rules too technical and unbending. But, 
as has been observed, the actual entries, as far as quoted, 
do not afford many precedents of equity. Mr. Hardy, 
indeed, suggests (p. 25) that the Curia Regis in the Nor- 
man period proceeded on equitable principles ; and that 
this led to the removal of plaints into it from the county- 
court. This is, perhaps, not what we should naturally 
presume. The subtle and technical spirit of the Norman 
lawyers is precisely that which leads, in legal procedure, 
to definite and unbending rules; while in the lower 
courts, where Anglo-Saxon thanes had ever judged by 
the broad rules of justice, according to the circumstances- 
of the case, rather than a strict line of law which did not 
yet exist, we might expect to find all the uncertainty 
and inconsistency which belongs to a system of equity, 
until, as in England, it has acquired by length of time 
the uniformity of law, but none at least of the techni- 
cality so characteristic of our Norman common law, and 
by which the great object of judicial proceedings was so 
continually defeated. This, therefore, does not seem to 
me a probable cause of the removal of suits from the 
county-court or court-baron to those of Westminster. 
The tme reason, as I have observed in another place, 
was the partiality of these local tribunals. And the 
expense of trying a suit before the justices in eyre might 
not be very much greater than in the county-court. 

I conceive, therefore, that the three supreme courts at 
Westminster proceeded upon those rules of strict law 
which they had chiefly themselves established ; and this 
from the date of their separation from the original Curia 
Regis, But whether the king’s council may have given 
more extensive remedies than the common law afforded, 
as early at least as the reign of Henry HE., is what we 
are not competent, apparently, to affirm or deny. We 
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are at present only concerned witli the Ootirt of Chancery. 
And it mil he interesting to quote the deliberate opinion 
of a late distinguished writer, who has taken a different 
view of the subject from any of his predecessors. 

“ After much deliberation,” says lord Campbell, “ I 
must express my clear conviction that the chancellor’s 
equitable jurisdiction is as indubitable and as ancient as 
his common-law jurisdiction, and that it may be traced 
in a manner equally satisfactoiy . The silence of Bracton, 
Glanvil, Fleta, and other early juridical writers, has been 
strongly relied upon to disprove the equitable jurisdic- 
tion of the chancellor ; but they as little notice his com- 
mon-law jurisdiction, most of them writing during the 
subsistence of the Aula Regia; and they all speak of 
the Chancery, not as a court, but merely as an office for 
the making and sealing of writs. There are no very early 
decisions of the chancellors on points of law any more 
than of equity, to be found in the Year-books or old 

abridgments By ‘ equitable jurisdiction’ must be 

understood the extraordinary interference of the chan- 
cellor, without common-law process or regard to th e 
common-law rules of proceeding, upon the petition of a 
party grieved who was without adequate remedy in a 
court of common law ; whereupon the opposite party was 
compelled to appear and to be examined, either personally 
or upon written interrogatories : and evidence being 
heard on both sides, without the interposition of a jury, 
an order was made semndum cequum et honum^ which was 
enforced by imprisonment. Such a jurisdiction had 
belonged to the Avia Regia^ and was long exercised by 
parliament ; and, when parliament was not sitting, by 
the king’s ordinary council. Upon the dissolution of the 
Avia Regia many petitions, which parliament or the 
council could not conveniently dispose of, were referred 
to the chancellor, sometimes with and sometimes without 
assessors. To avoid the circuity of applying to parlia- 
ment or the council, the petition was very soon, in many 
instances, addressed originally to the chancellor himself.” 
(Lives of Chancellors, i. 7.) 

In the latter part <of Edward III.’s long reign this 
equitable juris^ction had become, it is likely, of such 
frequent exercise, that we may consider the following 
brief summary by lord Campbell as probable by analogy 
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and substantially true, if not sustained in all respects by 
the evidence that has yet been brought to light ; — “ The 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery was now established 
m all matters where its own officers were concerned, in 
petitions of right where an injury was alleged to be done 
to a subject by the king or his officers in relieving against 
j-udgments in courts of law (lord C. gives two instances), 
and generally in cases of fraud, accident, and trust.’’ 
(p. 291.) 

In the reign of Eichard II. the wnt of suhpcena was in- 
vented by John de Waltham, master of the rolls; and 
to this a great importance seems to have been attached 
at the time, as we may perceive by the frequent com- 
plaints of the commons in parliament, and by the tra- 
ditionary abhorrence in which the name of the inventor 
was held. ‘‘ In reality,” says lord Campbell, “ he first 
framed it in its present form when a clerk in Chancery 
in the latter end of the reign of Edward III. ; but the 
invention consisted in merely adding to the old clause, 
QtiQmsdam certis de causis, the words ‘ Et hoo sub pcma 
oentum Itbrarum nuUatenus omittas;^ and I am at a loss to 
conceive how such importance was attached to it, or 
how it was supposed to have brought about so complete 
a revolution in equitable proceedings, for the penalty 
was never enforced ; and if the party failed to appear, 
his default was treated, according to the practice prevail- 
ing in our own time, as a contempt of court, and made 
the foundation of compulsory process.” (p. 296.) 

The commons in parliament, whose sensitiveness to 
public grievances was by no means accompanied by an 
equal sagacity in devising remedies, had, probably with- 
out intention, vastly enhanced the power of the chancel- 
lor by a clause in a remedial act passed in the thirty-sixth 
year of Edward III., that, If any man that feelelh him- 
self aggrieved contrary to any of the articles above 
written, or others contained in divers statutes, will come 
into the Chancery, or any for him, and thereof make his 
complaint, he shall presently there have remedy by 
force of the said articles or statutes, without elsewhere 
pursuing to have remedy.” Yet nothing could be more 
obvious than that the breach of any statute was cog- 
nizable before the courts of law. And the mischief of 
permitting men to be sued vexatiously before the chau- 
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cellor "becoming felt, a statute was enacted, thirty years 
indeed after this time (17 Eic. II. c. 6^, analogous 
altogether to those in the late reign respecting the juris- 
diction of the council, which, reciting that “ people he 
compelled to come before ihe king’s council, or in the 
Ohanceiy, by writs grounded on untrue suggestions,” 
provides that “ the chancellor for the time being, pre- 
sently after that such suggestions be duly found and 
proved untrue, shall have power to ordain and award 
damages, according to his discretion, to him which is so 
troubled unduly as aforesaid.” “ This remedy,” lord 
Campbell justly remarks, “ which was referred to the 
discretion of the chancellor himself, whose jurisdiction 
was to be controEed, proved, as might be expected, 
wholly ineffectual ; but it was used as a parliamentaiy 
recognition of his jurisdiction, and a pretence for refusing 
to establish any other check on it.” (p. 247.) 

A few years before this statute the commons had 
petitioned (13 Eic. 11., Eot. Pari. iii. 269) that the chan- 
cellor might make no order against the common law, and 
that no one should appear before the chancellor where 
remedy was given by the common law. “ This carries, 
with it an admission,” as lord C. observes, “ that a 
power of jurisdiction did reside in*the chancellor, so long 
as he did not determine against the common law, nor 
interfere where the common law furnished a remedy. 
The king’s answer, ‘ that it should continue as the usage 
had been heretofore,’ clearly demonstrates that such an 
authority, restrained within due bounds, was recognised 
by the constitution of the country.” (p. 306.) 

The act of 17 Eic. 11. seems to have produced a greater 
regularity in the proceedings of the court, and put an 
end to such hasty interference, on perhaps verbal sug- 
gestions, as had given rise to this remedial provision. 
From ^e very year in which the statute was enacted we 
find bills in Chancery, and the answers to them, regu- 
larly filed ; the grounds of demanding relief appear, and 
the chancellor renders himself in every instance respon- 
sible for the orders he has issued, by thus showing that 
they came within his» jurisdiction. There are certainly 
many among the earlier bills in Chancery, which, 
according to the statute law and the great principle that 
they were determinable in other courts, could not have 
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been heaxd; but we are unable to pronounce how far the 
allegation usually contained or implied, that justice 
could not be had elsewhere, was founded on the real 
circumstances. A calendar of these early proceedings 
(in abstract) is priuted in the Introduction to the first 
volume of the Calendar of Chancery Proceedings in the 
Reign of Elizabeth, and may also be found in Cooper’s 
Public Records, i. 356. 

The struggle, however, in behalf of the common law 
was not at an end. It is more than probable that the 
petitions against encroachments of Chancery, which fill 
the rolls under Henry IV., Henry Y., and in the minorily 
of Henry VI., emanated from that numerous and jealous 
body whose interests as well as prejudices were so deeply 
affected. Certain it is that the commons, though now 
acknowledging an equitable jurisdiction, or ra&er one 
more extensive than is understood by the word “ equit- 
able,” in the greatest judicial officer of the crown, did 
not cease to remonstrate against his transgression of these 
boundaries. They succeeded so far, in 1436, as to obtain 
a statute (15 Hen. VI. c. 4) in these words : — “ For that 
divers persons have before this time been greatly vexed 
and grieved by writs of sicbpcena, purchased for matters 
determinable by the common law of this land, to the great 
damage of such persons so vexed, in suspension and im- 
pediment of the common law as aforesaid ; Our lord the 
king doth command that the statutes thereof made shall 
be duly observed, according to the form and effect of the 
same, and that no writ of subpoena be granted from hence- 
forth until surety be found to satisfy the party so grieved 
and vexed for his damages and expenses, if so be that the 
matter cannot be made good which is contained in the 
bill.” It was the intention of the commons, as appears 
by the preamble of this statute, and more fully by their 
petition in Rot. Park (iv, 101), that the matters con- 
tained in the bill on which the subpoena was issued should 
be not only true in themselves, but such as could not be 
determined at common law. But the king’s answer 
appears rather equivocal. 

The principle seems neverthelessr to have been gene- 
rally established, about the reign of Henry VI., that the 
Court of Chancery exercises merely a remedial jurisdic- 
tion, not indeed controllable by courts of law, unless 
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possibly in snch ciroximstances as cannot be expected, 
but bound by its general responsibility to preserve ihe 
limits wbicb ancient usage and innumerable precedents 
have imposed. It was at the end of this reign, and not 
in that of Eichard II., according to the writer so often 
quoted, that the great enhancement of the chancelloris 
authority, by bringing feoffinents to uses within it, 
opened a new era in the history of our law. And this 
the judges brought on themselves by their narrow ad- 
herence to technical notions. They now began to dis- 
cover this ; and those of Edward IV., as lord Campbell 
well says, were “ very bold men,” having repealed the 
statute de donis by their own authority in Taltarum’s case 
— a stretch of judicial power beyond any that the Court 
of Chancery had ventured upon. They were also ex- 
cee^gly jealous of that court ; and in one case, reported 
in the Year-books (22 Edw. IV. 37), advised a party to 
disobey an injunction from the Court of Chancery, telling 
him that, if ^e chancellor committed him to the Fleet, 
they would discharge the prisoner by habeas corpus* 
(Lord Campbell, p. 394.) The case seems to have been 
one where, in modem times, no injunction would have 
been granted, the courts of law being competent to apply 
a remedy. 


Note XI. Page 145. 

This intricate subject has been illustrated, since the 
jBrst publication of these volumes, in an Essay upon the 
original Authority of the King’s Council, by Sir Francis 
Palgrave (1834), written with remarkable perspicuity 
and freedom from diffusiveness. But I do not yet assent 
to the judgment of the author as to the legality of pro- 
ceedings before the council, which I have represented as 
unconstitutional, and which certainly it was the object 
of parliament to restrain. 

“ It seems,” he says, “ that in the reign of Henry HI. 
the council was considered as a court of peers within the 
terms of Magna Charta; and before which, as a court ot 
original jurisdiction, iske rights of tenants holding m capita 
or by barony were to be discussed and decided, and it 
unquestionably exercised a direct jurisdiction over all 
the king’s subjects ” (p. 34). The first volume of Close 
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Bolls, published oy Mr. Hardy since Sir F. Palgrave’s 
Essay, contains no instances of jiirisdiction exercised by 
the council in the reign of John. But they begin inune- 
diately afterwards, in the minority of Henry III. ; so that 
we have not only the fullest evidence that the council 
took on itself a coercive jurisdiction in matters of law at 
that time, but that it had not done so before : for the 
Close Bolls of John are so full as to render the negative 
argument satisfactory. It will, of course, be understood 
that I take the facts on the authority of Mr. Hardy (Intro- 
duction to Close Bolls, voL ii.), whose diligence and 
accuracy are indisputable. Thus this exercise of judicial 
power began immediately after the Great Charter. And 
yet, if it is to be reconciled with the twenty-ninth section, 
it is difficult to perceive in what manner that celebrated 

C vision for personal liberty against the crown, which 
always been accounted the most precious jewel in 
the whole coronet, the most valuable stipulation made at 
Bunnymede, and the most enduring to later times, could 
merit the fondness with which it has been regarded. 

Non super eum ibimus, neo super eum mittemus, nisi 
per legale judicium parium suorum, vel per legem terrae.” 
If it is alleged that the jurisdiction of the king’s council 
was the law of the land, the whole security falls to the 
ground and leaves the grievance as it stood, unredressed. 
Could the judgment of the council have been reckoned, as 
Sir F. Palgrave supposes, a “ judicium parium suorum,” 
except perhaps in the case of tenants in chief? The 
word is commonly understood of that trial jper pais which, 
in one form or another, is of immemorial antiquity in our 
social institutions. 

“Though this jurisdiction,” he proceeds, “was more 
frequently called into action when parliament was sitting, 
still it was no less inherent in the council at all other 
times ; and until the middle of the reign of Edward UL 
no exception had ever been taken to the form of its pro- 
ceedings.” He subjoins indeed in a note, “ Unless the 
statute of 6 Edw. HI. c. 9, may be considered as an 
earlier testimony against the authority of the council 
This, however, is by no means cleaii^ and there is no cor 
responding petition in the pailiament roll from which 
any further information could be obtained” (p. 34). 

The irresistible conclusion from this passage is, that 
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tion.® Sail the statute itself, enacted on a similar petition 
in a sulDsequent parliament, is explicit that “ none shall 
be taken by petition or suggestion to the king or his coun- 
cil, unless it be by indictment or presentment ” (in a cri- 
minal charge), “ or by writ original at the common law” 
(in a civil suit), “ nor shall be put out of his franchise 
of freehold, unless he have been duly put to answer, and 
forejudged of the same by due course of law.’’ 

Lord Hale has quoted a remarkable passage from a 
Year-book, not long after these statutes of 25 Edw. m. 
and 28 Edw. III., which, if Sir F. Palgrave had not 
overlooked, he would have found not veiy favourable to 
his high notions of the king’s prerogative in council. 

In after ages,” says Hale, “ the constant opinion and 
practice was to dis^ow any reversals of judgment by 
the council, which appears by the notable case in Year- 
book, 39 Edw. m. 14.” (Jurisdiction of Lords’ House, 
p. 41 .) It is indeed a notable case, wherein the chancellor 
before the council reverses a judgment of a court of law. 
“ Mes les justices nepristoient nul regard al reverser de- 
vant le council, par ceo que ce ne fust place ou jugement 
purroit estre reverse.” If the council could not exercise 
this jurisdiction on appeal, which is not perhaps expressly 
taken away by any ^tute, much less against the Ian 
guage of so many statutes could they lawfully entertain 
any original suit. Such, however, were the vacillations 
of a motley assembly, so steady the perseverance of go- 
vernment in retaining its power, so indefinite the limits 
of ancient usage, so loose the phrases of remedial statutes, 
passing sometimes by their generality the intentions of 


® The words of the petition and answer 
are the following:— 

“ Item, qne nnl franc homme ne soit 
mys a respondre de son franc tenement, 
ne de riens qni tonche vie et membre, 
fpia on redemptions, par apposallles de- 
vant le conseil notre seigneur le roi, 
ne devant ses ministres queconqnes, si- 
nonn par proces de ley de ces en arere 
use.** 

n plest a notre seignenr le roi qne 
les leies de son roialme soient tennz et 
gardez en lour force, et qne nul homme 
soit tenn a respondre de son firatmk tene- 
ment, sinonn par processe de ley: mes 
de chose qne tonche vie on membre, con- 


tempts on ezcesse, soit fkit come ad este 
nse ces en arere.” Rot. Par. ii. 228. 

It is not easy to perceive what was re- 
served by the words “chose qne tonche 
vie on membre ; ” for the council never 
determined these. Possibly it regarded 
accnsations of treason or felony, which 
they might entertain as an inqnest, 
though they would ultimately be tried 
by a jury. Contempts are easily under- 
stood; and by excesses were meant riots 
and s^ticss. These political offences, 
which could not be always safely tried 
in a lower court, it was the constant 
intention of the government to reserve 
for the conndl. 
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those who enacted them, so nseful, we may add, and 
almost indispensable, was a portion of those prerogatiyes 
which the crown exercised through the council and 
chancery, that we find soon afterwards a statute (37 
Edw. in. c. 18), which recognises in some measure those 
irregular proceedings before the council, by providing 
only that those who make suggestions to the chancellor 
and great council, by which men are put in danger 
against the form of the charter, shall give secmity for 
proving them. This is rendered more remedial by 
another act next year (38 Edw. m. c. 9), which, how- 
ever, leaves the liberty of making such suggestions 
untouched. The truth is, that the act of 25 Edw. ITT , 
went to annihilate the legal and equitable jurisdiction of 
the Court of Chanceiy — the former of which had been 
long exercised, and the latter was beginning to spring 
up. But the 42 Edw. III. c. 3, which seems to go as far 
as the former in the enacting words, will be found, 
according to the preamble, to regard only criminal 
charges. 

Sir Francis Palgrave maintains that the council never 
intermitted its authority, but on the contrary “ it con- 
tinually assumed more consistency and order. It ia 
probable that the long absences of Henry T. from Eng- 
land invested this body with a greater degree of import- 
ance. After every minority and after every appointment 
of a select or exfraordinaiy council by authority of the 
legislature, we find that the ordinary council acquired a 
fresh impulse and further powers. Hence the next reign 
constitutes a new era ” (p. 80). He proceeds to give 
the same passage which I have quoted from Eot. Pari. 
8 Hen. VI., vol. v. p. 343, as well as one in an earlier 
parliament (2 Hen. VI. p. 28). But I had neglected to 
state the whole case where I mention the articles settled 
in parliament for the regulation of the council. In the 
first place, this was not the king’s ordinary council, but 
one specially appointed by the lords in parliament for 
the government of the realm during Hs minority. They 
consisted of certain lords spiritual and temporal, the 
chancellor, the treasurer, and a few commoners. These 
commissioners delivered a schedule of provisions “ for 
the good and the governance of the land, which the lords 
that be of the king’s council de^reth” (p. 28). It does 
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not explicitly appear that the commons assented to these 
provisions ; but it may be presumed, at least in a legal 
sense, by Iheir being present and by the schedule being 
delivered into parliament, “baillez en iceme le parle- 
ment.” But in the 8 Hen. VI., where the same pro- 
vision as to the jurisdiction of this extraordinary coimcil 
is repeated, the articles are said, after being approved by 
the lords spiritual and temporal, to have been read 
“ coram domino rege in eodem parliamento, in presentia 
trium regni statuum ” (p. 343). It is always held that 
what is expressly declared to be done in presence of all 
the estates is an act of parliament. 

We find, therefore, a recognition of the principle which 
had always been alleged in defence of the ordinary 
council in this parliamentary confirmation — ^the prin- 
ciple that breaches of the law, which the law could not, 
through the weakness of its ministers, or corruption, or 
partiality, sufficiently repress, must be reserved for the 
strong arm of royal authority. “ Thus,” says Sir Francis 
Palgrave, “ did the council settle and define its prin- 
ciples and practice. A new tribunal was erected, and 
one which obtained a virtual supremacy over the common 
law. The exception reserved to their ‘ discretion’ of 
interfering wherever their lordships felt too much might 
on one side, and too much unmight on the other, was of 
itself sufficient to embrace almost every dispute or trial” 
81). 

But, in the first place, this latitude of construction was 
not by any means what the parliament meant to allow, 
nor could it be taken, except by vrilfnlly usurping powers 
never imparted ; and, secondly, it was not the ordioaiy 
council which was thus constituted during the king’s 
minority ; nor did the jurisdiction intrusted to persons 
so specially named in parliament extend to the regular 
officers of the crown. The restraining statutes were sus- 
pended for a time in favour of a new tribunal. But I 
have already observed that there was always a class of 
cases precisely of the same kind as those mentioned in 
the act creating this tribunal, tacitly excluded from the 
operation of those statutes, whereii the coercive juris- 
diction of the king’s ordinary council had great conve- 
nience, namely, where the course of justice was obstructed 
by riots, combinations of maintenance, or overavring in- 
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fluence. And there is no doubt that, down to the final 
abolition of the Court of Star Chamber (which was no 
other than the consilium cyrdinarium under a different name), 
these offences were cognizable in it, without the regular 
forms of the common law.^ 

“ From the reign of Edward lY. we do not trace any 
farther opposition to the authority either of the chancery 
or of the council. These courts had become engrafted 
on the constitution ; and if they excited fear or jealousy, 
there was no one who dared to complain. Yet addi- 
tional parliamentary sanction was not considered as un- 
necessary by Henry VII- , and in the third year of his 
reign an act was passed for giving the Court of Star 
Chamber, which had now acquired its determinate name, 
further authority to punish divers misdemeanours.” 

It is really more than we can grant that the jurisdic- 
tion of the consUium ordinarium had been engrafted on the 
constitution, when the statute-book was full of laws to 
restrain, if not to abrogate it. The acts already men- 
tioned, in the reign of Henry YI., by granting a tempo- 
rary and limited jurisdiction to the council, demonstrate 
that its general exercise was not acknowledged by 
parliament. We can only say that it may have 
continued without remonstrance in the reign of Edward 
lY. I have observed in the text that the Eolls of 
Parliament under Edward lY. contain no complaints of 
^evances. But it is not quite manifest that the coun- 
cil did exercise in that reign as much jurisdiction as it 
had once done. Lord Hale tells us that “ this jurisdic- 
tion was gradually brought into great disuse, though 
^ere, remain some straggling footsteps of ilieir proceed- 
ings till near 3 Hen. YII.” (Hist, of Lords’ Jurisdic- 
tion, p. 38.) And the famous statute in that year, which 
erected a new court, sometimes improperly called the 
Court of Star Chamber, seems to have been prompted by 
a desire to restore, in a new and more legaLform, a 
iu]^diction which was become almost obsolete, and, 
being in contradiction to acts of parliament, could not 
well be rendered effective without one.*^ 

We cannot but discover, throughout the learned and 

p Se« Ifote in p. 146, for file statute 31 H. VT. c. 2. 

•1 See Constitutional History of England, voL i p. 49. (1842.) 
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Ixuninons Essay on the Authority of the King’s Coxincif 
a strong tendency to represent its exercise as holf 
constitutional and salutary. The former epithet canno 
I think, be possibly applicable in the face of statut 
law ; for what else determines our constitution ? But , 
is a problem with some, whether the powers actual 
exerted by this anomalous court, admitting them to haf 
been, at least latterly, in contravention of many statuf - 
may not have been rendered necessary by the disordt^ 
condition of society and the comparative impotencj ’ 
the common law. This cannot ea^y be solv^ with 
defective knowledge that we possess. Sometimes, 
doubt, the might on one side, and unmight on, 
other,” as the answer to a petition forcibly express^ 
afforded a justification which, practically at least 
commons themselves were content to allow. But > 
these exceptional instances so frequent as not to lea 
much greater number wherein the legal remedy by • 
before the king’s justices of aksise might have 1 ^ 
perfectly effectual ? For we are not concerned witl, * 
old oounty'Courts, which were perhaps tumultuary 
partial enough, but with the regular administra* 
civil and criminal, before the king’s justices of oyerB 
terminer and of gaol delivery. Had not they, genei 
speaking, in the reign of Edward HI. andshis succe J 
such means of enforcing the execution of^w as leB 
sufficient pretext for recurring to an arbitr^ tribuH 
Liberty, we should remember, may require ti^e sao^ 
of some degree of security against private wrong, wi 
a despotic government, with an unlimited powej 
restraint, can alone supply. 3f no one were-p^rm. 
to travel on the high road without a licence, or^as 
so usual, without a ^ssport, if no one could keep aj 
without a registry, if every one might be indefini 
detained on suspicion, the evil doers of society woulc^ 
materially impeded, but at the expense, to a cerij 
degree, of every man’s freedom and enjoyment. I 
dom being but a means to the greatest good, times 
arise when it must yield to the security of still hig] 
blessings ; but the immediate quastion is, whether su^ 
were the state of society in the fourteenth and fifteen 
centuries. Now, that it was lawless and insecure, coni 
paratively mth our own times or the times of our fathers 



qAP. VllL 


KATURE OF THE MONARCHY 


257 


hardly to *be difiputed. But if it required that arhi- 
ary government which the king’s council were anxious 
. maintain, the representatives of the commons in 
rHament, knights and hurgesses, not above the law, 
d much interested in the conservation of property, 
3.st have complained very unreasonably for more than 
c mdred years. They were apparently as well able to 
013 as our writers can be ; and if they reckoned a trial 
th*iry at nisi priits more likely,' on the whole, to insure a 
ticadjudication of a civil suit, than one before the great 
ne^rs of state and other constituent members of the 
renary council, it does not seem clear to me that we 
Ch a right to assert the contrary. This mode of trial 
fairy, as has been seen in another place, had acquired, 
(Phe beginning of the fifteenth century, its present 
; and considering the great authority of the judges 
ticssise, it may not, probably, have given very Se- 
coit occasion for complaint of partiality or corrupt 
retmce. 
tio 

xai Note XIL Page 156. 

th£ 

pare learned author of the Inquiry into the Eise and 
corth of the Koyal Prerogative in England has 
IY:ed his historical theory on the confusion which he 
Parses to have grown up between the ideal king of , 
grionstitution ^d the personal king on the throne, 
oil le former he means the pei^onifioatioh of abstract 
haciples, sovereign power, and absolute justice, which 
tioaw attributes to the genm king, but which flattery 
theher motives have transferred to the possessor of the 
injn for the time being, and have thus changed the 
ticoonic cyning, the first man of the commonwealth, the 
er of the highest weregild, the man who was so much 
0 onsible that he might be sued for damages in his own 
a.-i^'or deposed for misgovemment, into the sole irre- 
j>nsible person of indefeasible prerogatives, of attributes 
b-ost divine, whom Braoton and a long series of sub- 
quent lawyers raised up to a height far beyond the 
leory of our early constitution. * 

/ This, is supported with great acuteness and learning ; 
nor is it possible to deny that the Hag of England, as 
the law-books represent him, is considerably different 
TOL. in* s 
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from what we generally conceive an ancient German 
chieftain to have been. Yet I donht whether Mr. Allen 
has not laid too much stress on this, and given to the 
fictions of law a greater influence than they possessed in 
those times to which his inquiry relates ; and whether, 
also, what he calls the monarchical theory was so much 
deiived from foreign sources as he apprehends. We 
have no occasion to seek, in the systems of civilians or 
the dogmas of churchmen, what arose from a deep-seated 
principle of human nature. A king is a person ; to per- 
sons alone we attach the attributes of power and wisdom ; 
on persons we bestow our affection or our ill-will. An 
abstraction, a politic idea of royalty, is convenient for 
lawyers ; it suits the speculative reasoner, but it never 
can become so familiar to a people, especially one too 
rude to have listened to such reasoners, as the simple 
image of the king, the one man whom we are to love 
and to fear. The other idea is a sort of monarchical 
pantheism, of which the vanishing point is a republic. 
And to this the prevalent theory, that kings are to reign 
but not to govern, cannot but lead. It is a plausible, 
and in the main, perhaps, for the times we have reached, 
a necessary theory ; but it renders monarchy ultimately 
scarcely possible. And it was neither the sentiment of 
the Anglo-Saxons, nor of the Norman baronage; the 
feudal relation was essentially and exclusively personal , 
and if we had not enough, in a more universal feeling 
of human nature, to account for loyalty, we could not 
mistake its inevitable connexion with the fealty and 
homage of the vassal. The influence of Koman notions 
was not inconsiderable upon the continent; but they 
never prevailed very much here ; and though, after the 
close alliance between the church and state established 
by the Eeformation, the whole weight of the former was 
thrown into the scale of the crown, the mediaeval clergy, 
as I have observed in the text, were anything rather 
than upholders of despotic power. 

It may be very true that, by considering the monarchy 
as a merely political institution, the scheme of prudent 
men to avoid confusion, and confer the rrdrvmwm of per- 
soiOLal authority on the reigning prince, the principle of 
his irresponsibility seems to be better maint^ed. But 
the question to which we are turning our eyes is not a 
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political one ; it relates to the positiYe law and positiYe 
sentiments of the English nation in the mediaeval period. 
And here I cannot pnt a few necessary fictions grown np 
in the courts, such as, the king never dies, the king can 
do no wrong, the king is everywhere, against the tenor 
of onr constitutional language, which implies an actual 
and active personality. Mr. Allen acknowledges that 
the act against the Despensers imder Edward II., and 
re-confirmed after its repeal, for promulgating the 
doctrine that allegiance had more regard to the crown 
than to the person of the king, “ seems to establish, as 
the deliberate opinion of the legislature, that allegiance 
is due to the person of the king generally, and not 
merely to his crown or politic capacity, so as to be 
released and destroyed by his misgovemment of the 
kingdom ” (p. 14) ; which, he adds, is not easily recon- 
cilable with the deposition of Eichard 11. But that was 
accomplished by force, with whatever formalities it may 
have been thought expedient to surround it. 

We cannot, however, infer from the declaration of the 
legislature, that allegiance is due to the king’s person 
and not to his politic capacity, any such consequence as 
that it is not, in any possible case, to be released by his 
misgovemment. This was surely not in the spirit of 
^y parliament under Edward n. or Edward III. ; and 
it is precisely because allegiance is due to the person, 
ihat, upon either feudal or natural principles, it might 
be cancelled by personal misconduct. A contrary lan- 
guage was undoubtedly held under the Stuarts ; but it 
was not that of the mediaeval period. 

•Kie tenet of our law, that all the soil belongs theo- 
retically to the king, is undoubtedly an enormous fiction, 
and very repugnant to the barbaric theory preserved by 
the Saxons, that all unappropriated land belonged to the 
folk, and was unalienable without its consent.' It was, 
however, but an extension of the feudal tenure to the 
whole kingdom, and rested on the personality of feudal 
homage. William established it more by Ms power than 
by any theory of lawyers ; though doubtless his succes- 
sors often found lawyers as ready to shape the acts of 
power into a theory as if they had originally projected 

^ It has been mentioned in a former folcland had acquired the appellation ferra 
note» on Mr. Allen’s authority, that the before the Conquest 

s'2 
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them. And thus giew up the high schfeDies of preroga- 
ti-ve, which, for many centuries, were in conflict with 
those of liberty. We are not able, neYertheless, to 
define the constitutional authority of the Saxon kings ; it 
was not legislative, nor was that of William and his 
successors ever such; it was not exclusive of redress 
for private wrong, nor was this ever the theory of 
English law, though the method of remedy might not be 
sufficiently effective ; yet it had certainly grown before 
the Conquest, with no help from Eoman notions, to 
something very unlike that of the German kings in 
Tacitus. 


Note XIII. Page 172. 

The reduction of the free ceorls into villenage, espe- 
cially if as general as is usually assumed, is one of the 
most remarkable innovations during the Anglo-Norman 
period ; and one which, as far as our published records 
extend, we cannot whoUy explain. Observations have 
been made on it by Mr. Wright, in the Archeeologia 
(vol. p. 225). After advertii^ to the oppression of 
the peasants in Normandy, which produced several 
rebellions, he proceed thus : — “ These feelings of hatred 
and contempt for the peasantry were brought into our 
island by the Norman barons in the latter half of the 
eleventh century. The Saxon laws and customs con- 
tinued ; but the Normans acted as the Pranks had done 
towards the Eoman colon! ; they enforced with harsh- 
ness the laws which were in their own favour, ^d 
gradually threw aside, or broke through, those which 
were in favour of the miserable seif.” 

In the Laws of Henry I. we find the weregild of the 
twyhinder, or villein, set at 200 shillings in Wessex, 
“ quae caput regni est et legum” (c. 70). But this ex- 
pression argues an Anglo-Saxon source ; and, in fact, so 
much in that treatise seems to be copied, without regard 
to the change of times, from old authorities, mixed up 
with provisions of a feudal or Norman character, that 
we hardly know how to distinguish what belongs to 
each period. It is far from improbable that villenage, 
in the sense the word afterwards bore, that is, an abso- 
lutely servile tenure of lands, not only without legal 
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rights oyer them, hut with an incapacity of acquiring 
either immovable or movable property against the lord, 
may have made considerable strides before the reign of 
Henry II/ But unless light should be thrown on its 
history by the publication of more records, it seems 
almost impossible to determine the introduction of pre- 
dial villenage more precisely than to say it does not 
appear in the laws of England at the Conquest, and it 
does so in the time of Glanvil. Mr. Wright’s Memoir- 
in the Archseologia, above quoted, contains some in- 
teresting matter ; but he has too much confounded the- 
tJmw, or Anglo-Saxon slave, with the ceorl; not even, 
mentioning tiie latter, though it is indisputable that 
mUanus is the equivalent of ceorl, and servits of theow. 

But I suspect that we go a great deal too far in set- 
ting down the descendants of these ceorls, that is, the- 
whole Anglo-Saxon population except thanes and bur-, 
gesses, as almost universally to be counted such villeins 
as we read of in our law-books, or in concluding that 
the cultivators of the land, even in the thirteenth cen- 
tury, were wholly, or at least generally, servile. It is 
not only evident that small freeholders were always nu- 
merous, but we are, perhaps, greatly deceived in fancy- 
ing that the occupiers of 'mlein tenements were usually 
villeins. Terre-tenants en vUlenage and tenants par copie, 
who were undoubtedly free, appear in the early Year- 
books, and we know not why they may not always 
have existed.* This, however, is a subject which I am 
not sufficiently conversant with records to explore ; it 
deserves the attention of those well-informed and dili- 
gent antiquaries whom we possess. Meantime it is tO' 
be observed that the lands occupied by villani or bordarii„ 
according to the Domesday survey, were much more ex- 
tensive than the copyholds of the present day; and 

• A presumptive proof of this may he rior villein, nearly similar to what Glan- 
drawn from a chapter in the Laws of vil and later law>hoohs call such. 

Henry I. a 81, where the penalty pay- t The following passage in the Chro- 
able by a villein for certain petty offences nicle of Brakelond does not mention any 
is set at thirty pence; that of a cotset at manumission of the ceorl on whom abbot 
fifteen ; and of a theow at six. The Samson conferred a manor : — TJntim 
passage is extremely obscure ;«and this solum manerium carta sua confiimavit 
proportion of .the three classes of men is cuidam Anglico natione, gleba adscripto, 
almost the only part that appears evident, de cujus fidelitate plenius confidebat quia 
The-cotset, -^ho is often mentioned In bonus agricola erat, et quia nesciebatlo* 
Domesday, may thus have been an infe- qul GalUcb. p. 24. 
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malring eveiy allowance for enfranchisements, we can 
hardly believe that all these lands, being, in fact, by far 
the greater part of the soil, were the vUlenagia of 
Glanvil’s andlBracton’s age. It would be interesting to 
ascertain at what time the latter were distinguished 
from libera tenementa; at what time, that is, the distinc- 
tion of territorial servitude, independent as it was of the 
personal state of the occupant, was established in Eng- 
land. 


Note XIV. Page 173. 

This identity of condition between the villein re- 
gardant and in gross appears to have been, even lately, 
called in question, and some adhere to the theoiy which 
supposes an inferiority in the latter. The following 
considerations will prove that I have not been mistaken 
in rejecting it : — 

I. It will not be contended that the words regar- 
dant ” and “ in gross ” indicate of themselves any 
specific difference between the two, or can mean any- 
thing but the title by which the villein was held ; pre- 
scriptive and territorial in one case, absolute in the 
other. For €he proof, therefore, of any such difference 
we require some ancient authority, which has not been 
given, n. The villein regardant might be severed 
from the manor, with or without land, and would then 
become a villein in gross. If he was sold as a domestic 
serf, he might, perhaps, be practically in a lower condi- 
tion tbq-n before, but his legal state was the same. If 
he was aliened with lands, parcel of the manor, as m 
the case of its descent to coparceners who made parti- 
tion, he would no longer be regardant, because that im- 
plied a prescriptive dependence on the lord, but would 
occupy the same tenements and be in exactly the same 
position as before. “ Villein in gross,” says Littleton, 

is where a Tnan is seised of a manor whereunto a villein 
is regardant, and granteth the same villeia by deed to 
another; then he is a vdlein in gross, and not regar- 
dant.'* (^t. 181 .) ni. The servitude of all vdlein 
was so complete that we cannot cdhoeive degrees in it. 
No one could purchase lands or possess goods of his 
own; we do not find that any one, being strictly a 
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villein, lield by certain services ; “be must bave 
regard,” says Coke, “ to that wbicb is commanded unto 
V>inf> ; or, in tbe words of Bracton, ‘ a quo praastandum 
servitium incertum et indeterminatum, ubi scire non 
poterit vespere quod servitium fieii debet mane.’ ” (Co. 
Lit. 120, b.) How could a villein in gross be lower 
than this? It is true that tbe villein bad one inesti- 
mable advantage over tbe American negro, that be was 
a freeman, except relatively to bis lord; possibly he 
might be better protected against personal injury ; but 
in bis incapacity of acquiring secure properly, or of re- 
fusing labour, be was just on tbe same footing. It may 
be conjectured that some villeins in gross were de- 
scended from tbe servz] of whom we find 25,000 enume- 
rated in Domesday. Littleton says, “ K a man and 
bis ancestors, whose heir be is, bave been seised of a 
villein and of bis ancestors, as of villeins in gross, time 
out of memory of man, these are villeins in gross.” 
(Sect. 182.) 

It has been often asserted that villeins in gross seem 
not to bave been a numerous class, and it might not be 
easy to adduce distinct instances of them in tbe four- 
teenth and fifteenth centuries, though we should scarcely 
infer, from tbe pains Littleton takes to describe them, 
that none were left in bis time. But some may be 
found in an earlier age. In tbe ninth of John, ‘William 
sued Ralpb tbe priest for granting away lands wbicb be 
held to Ganford priory. Ralph pleaded that they were 
bis freehold. "William replied that be held them in 
viUenage, and that be (the plaintiff) bad sold one of 
Ralph’s sisters for four sbillmgs. (Blomefield’s Nor- 
folk, vol. iii. p. 860, 4to. edition.) And Mr. Wright has 
found in Madox’s Pormulare Anglicanum not less than 
five instances of villeins sold with their family and chat 
tcls, but without land. (Aicbaeologia, xxx. 228.) Even 
where they were sold along with land, unless it were a 
manor, they would, as has been observed before, bave 
been villeins in gross. I bave, however, been informed 
that in valuations under escheats in tbe old records a 
separate value is never put upon villeins; their aliena- 
tion without tbe land was apparently not contemplated. 
Few cases concerning villeins in gross, it has Leen said, 
occur in the Year-book*; but villenage of any kind 
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does not fumisli a great many ; and in several I do not 
perceive, in consulting tke report, that the party can he 
shown to have been regardant. One reason why villeins 
in gross should have become less and less numerous was 
that they could, for the most part, only be claimed by 
showing a written grant, or by prescription through 
descent ; so that, if the title-deed were lost, or the de- 
scent unproved, the villein became free. 

Manumissions were often, no doubt, gi*atuitous; in 
some oases the villein oceins to have purchased his free- 
dom. For though in strictness, as Grlanvil tells us, he 
could not “ libertatem suam suis denariis quaerere,” in- 
asmuch as all he possessed already belonged to the lord, 
it would have been thought a meanness to insist on so 
extreme a right. In order, however, to make the deed 
more secure, it was usual to insert the name of a third 
person as paying the consideration-money for the enfran- 
chisement. (.A^chaeologia, xxx. 228.) 

It appears not by any means improbable that regular 
money payments, or other fixed liabilities, were often 
substituted instead of uncertain services for the benefit 
of the lord as well as the tenant. And. when these had 
lasted a considerable time in any manor, the villenage of 
the latter, without any manumission, would have ex- 
pired by desuetude. But, perhaps, an entry of his 
tenure on the court-ToU, with a copy given to himself, 
would operate of itself, in construction of law, as a ma- 
numission. This I do not pretend to determine. 


Note XY. Page 179. 

The public history of Europe in the middle ages inade- 
quately represents Ihe popular sentiment, or only when 
it is expressed too loudly to escape the regard of writers 
intent sometimes on less important subjects. But when 
we descend below the surface, a sullen murmur of dis- 
content meets the ear, and we perceive that mankind 
was not more insensible to wrongs and sufferings tLaii 
at present. Besides the various outbreakings of the 
people in several counties, and their complaints in par- 
liament, after the commons obtained a representation 
we gain a conclusive insight into the spirit of the times 
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by tbeir popular poetry. Two very interesting collec- 
tions of this kind have been lately published by the 
Camden Society, through the diligence of Idr. Thomas 
Wright ; one, the Poems attributed to Walter Mapes ; 
the other, the Political Songs of England, from Jolua to 
Edward II. 

Mapes liyed under Henry II., and has long been 
known as the reputed author of humorous Latin verses ; 
but it seems much more probable, that the far greater 
part of the collection lately printed is not from his 
hand. They may pass, not for the production of a single 
person, but rather of a class, during many years, or, in 
general words, a century, ending with the death of 
Henry III. in 1272. Many of them are professedly 
written by an imaginaiy Golias. 

“ They are not the expressions of hostility of one 
man^ against an order of monks, but of the indignant 
patriotism^ of a considerable portion of the English 
nation against the encroachments of civil and ecclesias- 
tical tyranny.” (Introduction to Poems ascribed to 
Walter Mapes, p. 21.) The poems in this collection 
reflect almost entirely on the pope and the higher 
clergy. They are all in rhyming Latin, and chiefly, 
though with exceptions, in the loose trochaic metre 
called Leonine. The authors, therefore, must have been 
clerks,^ actuated by the spirit which, in a church of 
great inequality in its endowments, and with a very 
numerous^ body of poor clergy, is apt to gain strength, 
but certainly, as ecclesiastical history bears witness, 
not one of mere envious malignity towards the prelates 
^d the court of Eome. These deserved nothing better, 
in the thirteenth century, than biting satire and in- 
dignant reproof, and the poets were willing enough to 
cestow both. 

But tlm popular poetry of the middle ages did not 
confine itself to the church. In the collection entitled 
‘Political Songs ’ we have some reflecting on Henry UI., 
some on the general administration. The fltmous song 
on the battle of Lewes in 1264 is the earliest in English ; 
but in the reign of ^Edward I. several occur in that 
langT^e. Others are in French or in Latin ; one com- 
plaining of the taxes is in m odd mixture of these two 
languages ; which, indeed is not without other examples 
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in mediaeval poetry. These Latin songs could not, of 
course, have been generally understood. But what the 
priests sung in Latin, they said in English ; the lower 
clergy fanned the flame, and gave utterance to what 
others felt. It may, perhaps, be remarked, as a proof of 
general sympathy with the democratic spirit which was 
then fermenting, that we have a song of exultation on 
the great defeat which Philip IV. had just sustained at 
Courtxai, in 1302, by the burgesses of the Flemish cities, 
on whose liberties he had attempted to trample (p. 187). 
It is true that Edward I. was on ill terms with France, 
but the political interests of the king would not, perhaps, 
have dictated the popular ballad. 

It was an idle exaggeration in him who said that, if 
he could make the ballads of a people, any one might 
make their laws. Ballads, like the press, and especially 
that portion of the press which bears most an^ogy to 
them, generally speaking, give vent to a spirit which 
has been at work before. But they had, no doubt, an 
influence in rendering more determinate, as well as 
more active, that resentment of wrong, that indignation 
at triumphant oppression, that belief in the vices of the 
great, which, too often for social peace and their own 
happiness, are cherished by the poor. In comparison, 
indeed, with the efficacy of the modem press, the power 
of ballads is trifling. Their lively sprightliness, the 
humorous tone of their satire, even their metrical form, 
sheathe the sting ; and it is only in times when political 
bitterness is at its height that any considerable influence 
can be attached to them, and then it becomes unto- 
tinguishable from more energetic motives. Those which 
we read in the collection above mentioned appear to 
me rather the signs of popular discontent than greatly 
calculated to enhance it. In that sense they are very 
interesting, and we cannot but desire to see the promised 
contmuation to the end of Eichard II.’s reign.'^ They 
are said to have become afterwards less frequent, 
though the wars of the Eoses were likely to bring them 
forward. 

Some of the political songs a?e written in France, 

• Mr. Wil^t has given a few sped- Middle Ages, voL I. p. 257. Infectwemay 
mens in Easays on the literature and recfcon Piers Plowman an instance of po- 
Ponolar ftiperstitiona of England in the pularsatire.thou^faranperiortothe’Wit 
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though relating to our kings John and Henry IIL 
Deducting these, we have two in Latin for the former 
reign; seven in Latin, three in Trench (or what the 
editor calls Anglo-Norman, which is really the same 
thing), one in a mixture of the two, and one in English, 
for -the reign of Henry HI. In the reigns of Edward I. 
and Edward II. we have eight in Latin, three in Trench, 
nine in English, and four in mixed languages ; a style 
employed probably for amusement. It must be observed 
that a large proportion of these songs contain panegyric 
and exultation on victoiy rather than satire ; and that of 
the satire much is general, and much falls on the church ; 
80 that the animadversions on the king and the nobility 
are not veiy fr^uent, though with considerable bold- 
ness ; but this is more shown in the Latin than the 
English poems. 
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CHAPTEE IX.‘ 

ON THE STATE OP'SOCIETY IN EUROPE DURING THE MIDDLE AGESL 


PAET I. 

Introduction — Decline of literature in tibe latter Period of the Roman Empire — 
Its Causes — Corruption of the Latin Language — Means by which it was effected 
— Formation of new Langus^^ — General Ignorance of the Dark Ages — Scarcity 
of Books — Causes that prevented the total ^tinction of Learning — Prevalence 
of Superstition and Fanaticism — General Corruption of Religion — Monasteries 
— their Effects — Pilgrimages — Love of Field Sports — State of Agriculture — 
of Internal and Foreign Trade down to the End of the Eleventh Caituiy ~ Im- 
provement of Europe dated from that Age. 

It lias been tbe object of e-very preceding cbapter of 
this work, either to trace the ci*^ revolutions of states 
during the period of the middle ages, or to investigate, 
with rather more minnte attention, their political insti- 
tutions. There remains a large tract to he explored, if 
we would complete the circle of historical information, 
and give to our knowledge that copiousness and clear 
perception which arise from comprehending a subject 
under numerous relations. The philosophy of history 
embraces far more than the wars and treaties, the 
factions and cabals of common political narration; it 
extends to whatever illustiates the character of the 
human species in a particular period, to their reasonings 
and sentiments, their arts and industry. Xor is this 
comprehensive survey merely interestmg to the specu- 
lative philosopher ; without it the statesman would form 
very erroneous estimates of events, and find himself 
constantly misled in any analogical application of them 
to present circumstances. Nor is it an uncommon source 

• The Bul^ect of the present chapter, so the Litroduction to the History of Lite^ 
far as it relates to the condition of Utera- ratnre in the Fifteenth, Sixteenth, and 
ture in the middle ages, has been again Seventeenth Centuries. Some things will 
Jreated hy me in the first and second he found in it more exactly stated, others 
chapters of a work, published in 1836, newly supplied from recent soniaes. 
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9if error to neglect tlie general signs of the times, and to 
deduce a prognostic from some partial coincidence with 
past events, where a more enlarged comparison of all 
the facts that ought to enter into file combination would 
destroy the whole pamllel. The philosophical student, 
however, will not follow the antiquary into his minute 
details; and though it is hard to say what may not 
supply matter for a reflecting mi n d, there is ^ always 
some danger of losing sight of grand objects in historical 
disquisition, by too laborious a research into trifles. I 
may possibly be thought to furnish, in some instances, 
an example of the error I condemn. But in the choice 
and disposition of topics to which the present chapter 
relates, some have been omitted on account of their 
comparative insignificance, and others on account of 
their want of connexion with the leading subject. Even 
of those treated I can only undertake to give a transient 
view; and must bespeak the reader’s candour to re- 
member that passages which, separately taken, may 
often appear superficial, are but p^is of the context of a 
single chapter, as the chapter itself is of an entire work. 

The Middle Ages, according to the division I have 
adopted, comprise aliout one thousand years, from the 
invasion of France by Clovis to that of Naples by 
Charles VHI. This period, considered as to the state 
of society, has been esteemed dark through ignorance, 
and barbarous through poverty and want of refinement. 
And although this character is much less applicable to 
the last two centuries of the period than to those which 
preceded its commencement, yet we cannot expect to 
feel, in respect of ages at best imperfectly civilized and 
slowly progressive, that interest which attends a more 
peifect development of hmnan capacities, and more bril- 
liant advances in improvement. The first moiety indeed 
of these ten ages is almost absolutely barren, and pre- 
sents little but a catalogue of evils. The subversion of 
the Eoman empire, and devastation of its provinces, by 
barbarous nations, either immediately preceded, or were 
coincident with the commencement of the middle period- 
We begin in darkness and calamity; and though the 
riiadows grow fainter as we advance, yet we are to 
break off our pursuit as the morning breathes upon us, 
and the twilight reddens into the lustre of day. 



270 


DECLINE OF LEARNING Chap. IX. Pabi I. 


No circumstance is so prominent on the first survey 
of society dnring the earlier centuries of this 
period as the depth of ignorance in which it 
was immersed ; and as from this, more than 
any single cause, the moral and social evils 
which those ages experienced appear to have been de- 
rived and perpetuated, it deserves to occupy the first 
place in the arrangement of our present subject. We 
must not altogether ascribe the ruin of literature to the 
barbarian destroyers of the Eoman empire. So gradual, 
and, apparently, so irretrievable a decay had long before 
spread over all liberal studies, that it is impossible to 
pronounce whether they would not have been almost 
equally extinguished if the august throne of the Caesars 
had been left to moulder by its intrinsic weakness. 
Under the paternal sovereignty of Marcus Aurelius the 
approaching declension of learning might be scarcely 
perceptible to an incurious observer. There was much 
indeed to distinguish his times from those of Augustus ; 
much lost in originality of genius, in correctness of 
taste, in the masterly conception and consummate finish 
of art, in purity of the Latin, and even of the Greek 
language. But there were men who made the age 
famous, grave lawyers, judicious historians, wise philo- 
sophers; the name of learning was honourable, its 
professors were encouraged; and along the vast surface 
of the Eoman empire there was perhaps a greater 
number whose minds were cultivated by inteUectual 
discipline than under the more brilliant reign of the 
first emperor. 

it is not, I think, very easy to give a perfectly 
satisfactory solution of the rapid downfall of 
ts causes. between the ages of Antonine and 

of Diocletian. Perhaps the prosperous conditicn of the 
empire from Trajan to Marcus Aurelius, and the patron 
age which those good princes bestowed on letters, gave 
an artificial health to them for a moment, and suspended 
the operation of a disease which had already begun 
to undermine their vigour. Perhaps the intellectual 
energies of mankind can never reraain stationary; and 
a nation that ceases to produce original and inventive 
minds, bom to advance the landmarks of knowledge or 
skill, will recede from step to step, till it loses even the 
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secondary merits of imitatioii and industry. During 
tihe third century, not only there were no great writers, 
but even few names of indifferent writers have been 
recovered by the diligence of modem inquiry.'’ Law 
neglected, philosophy perverted till it became contemp- 
tible, history nearly silent, the Latin tongue growing 
rapidly barbarous, poetry rarely and feebly attempted, 
art more and more vitiated ; such were the symptoms 
by which the age previous to Constantine announced 
the decline of human intellect. If we cannot fully 
account for -^s unhappy change, as I have observed, 
we must, however, assign much weight to the degra^- 
tion of Eome and Italy in the system of Severus and 
his successors, to the admission of barbarians into the 
military and even civil dignities of the empire, to the 
discouraging influence of provincial and illiterate sove- 
reigns, and to the calamities which followed for half a 
century the first invasion of the Goths and the defeat of 
Decius. To this sickly condition of literature the fourth 
century supplied no permanent remedy. K under the 
house of Constantine the Eoman world suffered rather 
less from civil warfare or barbarous invasions than in 
the preceding age, yet every other cause of decline just 
enumerated prevailed with aggravated force ; and the 
fourth century set in storms, suffciently destiuctive in 
themselves, and ominous of those calamities which 
humbled the majesty of Eome at the commencement of 
the ensuing period, and overwhelmed the Western 
Expire in absolute and final ruin before its termination. 

The diffusion of literature is perfectly distinguishable 
from its advancement ; and whatever obscurity we may 
find in explaining the variations of the one, there are a 
few simple causes which seem to account for the other. 
Knowledge 'will be spread over the surface of a nation in 
proportion to the froilities of education ; to the free cir- 
culation of books ; to the emoluments and distinctions 
which literary attainments are found to produce; and 
still more to the reward which they meet in the general 
respect and applause of society. This cheering incite- 

t The authors of Histolre L£tt£raire authority} two of whom are now lost 
ie la Prance, 1 L, can only find three in the preceding century the nnmberwe 
witters of Gaul, no inconsiderable part of considerably greater. 

Ih* Roman Empire, mentioned upon my 
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ment, tlie gemal sunsliiiie of approbation, lias at all times 
promoted the cultivation of literature in small republics 
rather than large empires, and in cities compared with 
the country. If these are the sources which nourish 
literature, we should naturally expect that they must 
have become scanty or dry when learning languishes or 
expires. Accordingly, in the later ages of Ihe Eoman 
empire a general indifference towards the cultivation of 
letters became the characteristic of its inhabitants. Laws 
were indeed enacted by Constantine, Julian, Theodosius, 
and other emperors, for the encouragement of learned 
men and the promotion of liberal education. But these 
laws, which would not perhaps have been thought neces- 
sary in better times, were unavailing to counteract the 
lethargy of ignorance in which even the native citizens 
of the empire were contented to repose. This alienation 
of men from their national literature may doubtless be 
imputed in some measure to its own demerits. A jargon 
of mystical philosophy, half fanaticism and half imposture, 
a barren and inflated eloquence, a frivolous philology, 
were not among those charms of wisdom by which man 
is to be diverted from pleasure or aroused from indolence. 

In this temper of the pubHo mind there was little pro- 
bability that new compositions of excellence would be 
produced, and much doubt whether the old would be 
preserved. Since the invention of printing, the absolute 
extinction of any considerable work seems a danger too 
improbable for apprehension. The press pours forth in 
a few days a thousand volumes, which, scattered like 
seeds in tiie air over the republic of Europe, could hardly 
be destroyed without the extirpation of its inhabitants. 
But in the times of antiquity manuscripts were copied 
with cost, labour, and delay; and if the diffusion of 
knowledge be measured by the multiplication of books, 
no unfair standard, the most golden ages of ancient 
learning could never bear the least comparison with the 
three last centuries. The destruction of a few libraries 
by accidental fire, the desolation of a few provinces by 
unsparing and illiterate barbarians, might annihilate 
every vestige of an author, or leave a few scattered copies, 
which, from the public indifferencb, there was no induce- 
ment to multiply, exposed to similar casualties in succeed 
ing times. 
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We are warranted by good antborities to assign as a 
collateral cause of lliis irretrieYable revolution the neglect 
of heathen literature by the Christian church. I am not 
versed enough in ecclesiastical writers to estimate the 
degree of this neglect ; nor am I disjposed to deny that 
the mischief was beyond recovery before the accession of 
Constantine. From the primitive ages, however, it seems 
that a dislike of pagan learning was pretty general 
among Christians. Many of the fathers undoubtedly 
were accomplished in liberal studies, and we are indebted 
to them for valuable fragments of authors whom we have 
lost. But the literary character of the church is not to 
be measured by that of its more illustrious leaders. Pro- 
scribed and persecuted, the early Christians had not 
perhaps access to the public schools, nor inclination to 
studies which seemed, very excusably, uncongenial to 
the character of their profession. Their prejudices, how- 
ever, survived the establishment of Christianity. The 
fourth council of Carthage in 398 prohibited the reading, 
of secular books by bishops. Jerome plainly condemns, 
the study of them except for pious ends. All physical 
science especially was held in avowed contempt, as incon- 
sistent with revealed truths. Nor do there appear to 
have been any canons made in favour of learning, or any 
restriction on the ordination of persons absolutely illite- 
rate.® There was indeed abundance of what is called 
theological learning displayed in the controversies of the 
fourth and fifth centuries ; and those who admire such 
disputations may consider the principal champions in 
them as contributing to the glory, or at least retarding 
the decline, of literature. But I believe rather that pole- 
mical disputes will be found not only to corrupt the 
genuine spirit of religion, but to degrade and contract 
the faculties. What keenness and subtlety these may 
sometimes acquire by such exercise is more like that 
worldly shrewdness we see in men whose trade it is to 
outwit their neighbours than the clear and calm discrimi 
nation of philosophy. However this may be, it cannot bo 
doubted tiiat the controversies agitated in the church 

« Mosheim, Cent. 4. Tlrabosctu en- bijdiops in the general councils of Ephe» 
deavours to elevate higher the learning sus and Chalcedon could not write thdi 
of the early Christians, t. ii. p. 328, Jor- names. Remarks on Ecclesiast Hist 
lin, howevCT, asserts that many of the vol. it p. 4lY. 

VOL. m, T 
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dTiring these two centuries must have diverted studious 
minds from profane literature, and narrowed more and 
more the circle of that knowledge which they were 
desirous to attain. 

The torrent of irrational superstitions which carried 
all before it in the fifth century, and the progress of 
ascetic enthusiasm, had an influence still more decidedly 
mimical to learning. I cannot indeed conceive any state 
of society more adverse to the inteUeotual improvement 
of mankind than one which admitted of no middle line 
between gross dissoluteness and fanatical mortification. 
An equable tone of public morals, social and humane, 
verging neither to voluptuousness nor austerity, seems 
the most adapted to genius, or at least to letters, as it is 
to individual comfort and national prosperity. After the 
introduction of monkery and its unsocial theory of duties, 
the serious and reflecting part of mankind, on whom 
science most relies, were turned to habits which, in the 
most favourable view, could not quicken the intellectual 
energies ; and it might be a difficult question whether 
the cultivators and admirers of useful literature were 
less likely to be found among the profligate citizens of 
Eome and their barbarian conquerors or the melancholy 
recluses of the wilderness. 

Such therefore was the state of learning before the 
subversion of the Western Empire. And we may form 
some notion how little probability there was of its pro- 
ducing any excellent fruits, even if that revolution had 
never occurred, by considering what took place in Greece 
during the subsequent ages ; where, although there was 
some attention shown to preserve the best monuments of 
antiquity, and diligence in compiling from them, yet no 
one original writer of any superior merit arose, and 
learning, though plunged but for a short period into mere 
darkness, may be said to have languished in a middle 
region of twilight for the greater part of a thousand 
years. 

But not to delay ourselves in this speculation, the final 
settlement of barbarous nations in Gaul, Spain, and Italy 
consummated the ruin of .literature. Their first irrup^ 
lions were uniformly attended with devastation ; and if 
some of the Gothic kings, after their establi^ment, 
proved humane and civilized sovereigns, yet the nation 
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gloried in its original rudeness, and viewed with no 
unreasonable disdain arts which had neither preserved 
their cultivators from corruption nor raised them from 
servitude. Theodoric, the most famous of the Ostrogoth 
kings in Italy, could not write his name, and is said to 
have restrained his countrymen from attending those 
schools of learning by which he, or rather perhaps his 
minister Cassiodorus, endeavoured to revive the studies 
of his Italian subjects. Scarcely one of the barbarians, 
so long as they continued unconfused with the native 
inhabitants, acquired the slightest tincture of letters; 
and the praise of equal ignorance was soon aspired to 
and attained by the entire mass of the Eoman laity. 
They, however, could hardly have divested themselves 
so completely of all acquaintance with even the elements 
of learning, if the langu^e in which books were written 
had not ceased to be their natural dialect. This remark- 
able change in the speech of France, Spain, and Italy is 
most intimately connected with the extinction of learn- 
ing ; and there is enough of obscurity as well as of interest 
in the subject to deserve some discussion. 

It is obvious, on the most cursory view of the French 
and Spanish languages, that they, as well as the ^ 
Italian, are derived from one common source, of tiSutn 
the Latin. That must therefore have been at 
some period, and certainly not since the establishment of 
the barbarous nations in Spain and Gaul, substituted in 
ordinary use for the original dialects of those countries 
which are generally supposed to have been Celtic, not 
essentially differing from those which are spoken in 
Wales and Ireland. Borne, says Augustin, imposed not 
only her yoke, but her language, upon conquered nations. 
The success of such an attempt is indeed very remarkable. 
Though it is the natural effect of conquest, or even of 
commercial intercourse, to ingraft fresh words and foreign 
idioms on the stock of the original language, yet the 
entire disuse of the latter, and adoption of one radically 
different, scarcely takes place in the lapse of a far longer 
period than that of the Roman dominion in Gaul. Thus, 
in part of Britany the .people speak a language which 
has perhaps sustained no essential alteration from the 
revolution of two thousand years ; and we know how 
steadily another Celtic dialect has kept its ground hi 

T 2 
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Wales, notwitlistandiiig English laws and government, 
and the long line of contiguous frontier which brings the 
natives of thnt principality into contact with Englishmen. 
Nor did the Komans ever establish their language (I 
know not whether they wished to do so) in this island, 
as we perceive by that stubborn British tongue which has 
survived two oonquests.*^ 

In Gaul and in Spain, however, they did succeed, as 
the present state of the French and peninsular languages 
renders undeniable, though by gradual changes, and not, 
as ihe Benedictine authors of the Histoire Litteraire de la 
France seem to imagine, by a sudden and arbitrary inno- 
vation.® This is neither possible in itself, nor agreeable 
to the testimony of Irenseus, bishop of Lyons at the end 
of the second century, who laments the necessity of 
learning Celtic.' But although the inhabitants of these 
provinces came at length to make use of Latin so com- 
pletely as their mother tongue that few vestiges of their 
original Celtic could perhaps be discovered in their com- 
mon speech, it does not follow that they spoke with the 
pure pronunciation of Italians, far less with that con- 
formity to the written sounds which we assume to be 
essential to the expression of Latin words. 

It appears to be taken for granted tiiat the Eomans 
Andent pronounced their language as we do at present, 
Latin pro- SO far at least as the enunciation of all me con- 
nnndation. gonants, however we may admit our deviations 
from the classical standard in propriety of sounds and in 
measure of time. Yet the example of our own language, 
and of French, might show us that orthography may 
become a very inadequate representative of pronunciation. 


<i Gibbon rotmdly asserts that the 
language of Virgil and Oicero. though 
'With some ine'vitable mixture of corrup- 
tion, -was so universally adopted in AMca, 
Spain, Gaul, Great Britain, and Pannonia, 
that the faint traces of the Funic or 
Celtic idioms were preserved only in the 
mnTinta.ing or ^.Tnnng the peasants." De- 
cline and Pall, voL i. p. 60 (8vo. edit). 
For Britain he quotes Tacitus’s life of 
Agricola as his voucher. But the only 
passage in this worb; that gives the least 
colour to Gibbon’s assertion is one in 
which Agricola is said to have encou- 
raged the children of British chieftains 


to acquire a taste for liberal studies, and 
to have succeeded so much by judidous 
(X)mmendation of their abilities, ut qui 
modo lingnam Bomanam abnuebant, do- 
qnentiam concupiscerent (a 21.) This, 
it is sufadently obvious, is very different 
from the national adoption of Latin as a 
mother tongue. 

® t. vii. prefece, 

f It appears, by a passage quoted from 
the digest by M. Bonamy, Hdn. de 
I’Acad. des Inscriptions, t. xxiv. p. 589; 
that CdUc was £p)kein in Ganl, or ai' 
least parts of it, as well as Punio is 
Africa. 
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It is indeed capable of proof that in the purest ages of 
Latinity some variation existed between these two. 
Those numerous changes in spelling which distinguish 
the same words in the poetry of Ennius and of Virgil are 
best explained by the supposition ot their being accom- 
modated to the current pronunciation. Harsh combina- 
tions of letters, softened down through delicacy of ear or 
rapidity of utterance, gradually lost their place in the 
written language. Thus ecrfregit and adrogavit assumed 
a form representing their more liquid sound ; and auctor 
was latterly spelled autor, which has been followed in 
French and Italian. Autor was probably so pronounced 
at all times; and the orthography was afterwards cor- 
rected or corrupted, whichever we please to say, according 
to the sound. We have the best authority to assert that 
the final m was very faintly pronounced, rather it seems 
as a rest and short interval between two syllables than 
an articulate letter ; nor indeed can we conceive upon 
what other ground it was subject to elision before a vowel 
in verse, since we cannot suppose that the nice ears of 
Eome would have submitted to a capricious rule of 
poetry for which Grreece presented no analogy.^ 

A decisive proof, in my opinion, of the deviation which 
took place, through the rapidity of ordinary elocution, 
from the strict laws of enunciation, may be found in the 
metre of Terence. His verses, which are absolutely 
refractory to the common laws of prosody, may be readily 
scanned by the application of this principle. Thus, in 
the first act of the Heautontimorumenos, a part selected 
at random, I have found, I. Vowels contracted or dropped 
so as to shorten the word by a syllable ; in m, vid, diutius, 
ef, solirn, earn, unius, suam, divitias, senex, volujptatem, iHiits, 
B&mel; IE. The proceleusmatic foot, or four short sylla- 
bles, instead of the dactyl ; seen. i. v. 69, 73, 76, 88, 109 ; 
seen. ii. v. 36 ; HI. The elision of s in words ending 
with us or is short, and sometimes even of the whole 
syllable, before the next word beginning with a vowel ; 
in seen. i. v. 30, 81, 98, 101, 116, 119 ; seen. ii. v. 28. 


5 Atque eadem ilia litera, quoties nl- pene cujusdatn novae Ixterae sortim reddatt 
tima est, et vocalem verbi seqnentis ita Neque enim eximitnr, sed obscuratur, et 
contingit, nt in eam transire possit, etlom tantlim aliqna inter duos vocales vein! 
si scaibitur, tamen parum expiimitur, ut notaest,neips8ecoeaiit Quintilian, Insti 
Midtum mu, et Qvumtum crat : adeo ut tat, L lx c. 4. p. 585. edit. Capperonier 
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IV. The first syllable of tile is repeatedly shortened, and 
indeed nothing is more nsnal in Terence than this 
licence ; whence we may collect how ready this word 
was for abbreyiation into the French and Italian articles. 
Y. The last letter of apud is cut off, seen. i. v, 120 ; and 
seen, in t. 8. VI. Hodie is used as a pyrrhichins, in 
seen. ii. V. 11. VII. Lastly, there is a clear instance of a 
short syllable, the antepenultimate of rnipulerim^ length- 
ened on account of the accent at the 113th verse of the 
first scene. 

These licences are in all probability chiefly colloquial, 
itscorra would not have been adopted in public 

tionb^& harangues, to which the precepts of rhetorical 
populace, writers commonly relate. But if the more 
elegant language of the Eomans, since such we must 
suppose to have been copied by Terence for his higher 
characters, differed so much in ordinary discourse from 
their orthography, it is probable that the vulgar went 
into much greater deviations. The popular pronuncia- 
tion errs generally, we might say perhaps invariably, by 
abbreviation of words, and by liquefying consonants, as 
is natural to the rapidity of colloquial speech.^ It is by 
their knowledge of orthography and eiymology that the 
more educated part of the community is preserved from 
these corrupt modes of pronunciation. There is always 
therefore a standard by which common speech may be 
rectified ; and in proportion to the diffusion of knowledge 
and politeness the deviations from it will be more slight 
and the ^nd gradual. But in distant provinces, and 
provincials, especially where the language itself is but of 
recent introduction, many more changes may be expected 
to occur. Even in France and England there are pro- 
vincial dialects, which, if written wifri all their anomalies 
of pronunciation as well as idiom, would seem strangely 
out of unison with the regular language ; and in Italy, as 

b The following passage of Quintilian natio, ita onmes computare et velut adnu- 
is an evidence both of the omission of merare literas, molestom et odiosnnL — 
Jiar^ or superfluous letters by the best Nam et vocales firequertlssimb coeunt, et 
qieakers, and of the corrupt abbreviations consonantinm qusedam insequente vq^ 
usual with the worst Diludda vero erit dissimulantor; utriusqne exemplum po> 
pronundatio primum, si verba tota exe- snimug; Multum ille et terris. Vitatur 
gerit, quorum pars devorari, pars destitui etiam duriorum inter se congressos, unde 
solet plerisque extremas syllabus non pro- peUemit et coUegit^ et qtue alio loco dkta 
lereiitibnB, dum piionmi sono indulgent sunt 1. ii. c. 3, p. 696. 

Ut esl antem necessaria verbonim expla- 
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is well known, ike Ta<rieties of dialect are still more 
striking. Now, in an advancing state of society, and 
especially with snch a vigorous political circulation as 
we experience in England, langu^e will constantly ap- 
proximate to uniformity, as provincial expressions are 
more and more rejected for incorrectness or inelegance. 
But, where literature is on the decline, and public mis- 
fortunes contract the circle of those who are solicitci^ 
about refinement, as in the last ages of the Boman em- 
pire, there will be no longer any definiie standard of 
Hving speech, nor any general desire to conform to it if 
one could be found ; and thus the vicious corruptions of 
the vulgar will entirely predominate. The niceties of 
ancient idiom will be totally lost, while new idioms will 
be formed out of violations of grammar sanctioned by 
usage, which, among a civilized people, would have been 
proscribed at their appearance. 

Such appears to have been the progress of corruption 
in the Latin language. The adoption of words from the 
Teutonic dialects of the barbarians, which took place- 
very freely, would not of itself have destroyed the- 
character of that language, though it sullied its purity.. 
The worst law Latin of the middle ages is still Latin, if 
its barbarous terms have been bent to the regular inflec- 
tions. It is possible, on the other hand, to write whole- 
pages of Italian, wherein every word shall be of unequi- 
vocal Latin derivation, though the character and per- 
sonality, if I may so say, of the language be entirely 
dissimilar. But, as I conceive, the loss of literature 
took away the only check upon arbitrary pronunciation 
and upon erroneous grammar. Each people innovated 
throxigh caprice, imitation of their neighbours, or some 
of those indescribable causes which dispose the organs of 
different nations to different sounds. The French melted 
down the middle consonants; the Italians omitted the 
final. Corruptions arising out of ignorance wore mingled 
with those of pronunciation. It would ha\'0 been mar- 
vellous if illiterate and semi-barbarous provincials had 
preserved that delicate precision in using the inflections 
of tenses which our best scholars do not clearly attain. 
The common speech* of any people whose language is 
highly complicated wiU be Ml of solecisms. The French 
inflections are not comparable in number or delicacy to 
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the Latin, and yet the vulgar confuse their most ordinary 
forms. 

But, in all probability, the variation of these derivar 
tive languages from popular Latin has been considerably 
less than it appears. In the purest ages of Latinity the 
citizens of I^me itself made use of many terms which 
we deem barbarous, and of many idioms which we should 
reject as modem. That highly complicated grammar, 
which the best writers employed, was too elliptical and 
obscure, too deficient in the connecting parts of speech, 
for general use. We cannot indeed ascertain in what 
degree the vulgar Latin differed from that of Cicero or 
Seneca. It would be highly absurd to imagine, as some 
are said to have done, that modem Italian was spoken at 
Borne under Augustus.' But I believe it may be asserted 
not only that much the greater pait of those words in the 
present language of Italy which strike us as incapable 
of a Latin etjraology are in fact derived from those 
current in the Augustan age, but that very many phrases 
which offended nicer ears prevailed in the same ver- 
nacular speech, and have passed from thence into the 
modem French and Italian. Such, for example, was the 
frequent use of prepositions to indicate a relation be- 
tween two parts of a sentence which a classical writer 
would have made to depend on mere inflection.'^ 

From the difficulty of retaining a right discrimination 
of tense seems to have proceeded the active auxiliary 
verb. It is possible that this was borrowed from the 
Teutonic languages of the barbarians, and accommodated 
both by them and by the natives to words of Latin origin. 
The passive auxiliary is obtained by a very ready reso- 
lution of any tense in that mood, and has not been alto- 
gether dispensed with even in Greek, while in Latin it 
is used much more frequently. It is not quite so easy to 
perceive the propriety of the active habeo or teneo, one 

i Tiraboschi (Storia delL Lett. ItaL boy would have told btm. This essay, 
t iii. pre&ce, p. v.) imputes this paradox whidi by some accident had escaped my 
to Bembo and Quadrio ; but I can hardly notice till I had nearly finished the ob- 
believe that either of them could main- servations in my text, contains, I think, 
tain it in a literal sense. the best view that I have seen of the pro. 

k M. Bonaxny, in an essay printed in cess of transition by which Latin was 
de I’Acaddmie des InscriptioDS, changed Into French and Italian. Add 
t xaiv., has produced several proofs of however, the preface to Tiraboschl's tWrJ 
this from the classical writers on agri- volume and the thirty-socond dissertationi 
culture and other arts, thouj^ some of his of MuratorL 
instances arc not in point, as any schot^- 
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or both of which all modem languages have adopted as 
their auxiliaries in conjugating the verb. But in some 
instances this analysis is not improper ; and it may be 
supposed that nations, careless of etymology or correct- 
ness, applied the same verb by a rude analogy to cases 
where it ought not strictly to have been employed,*" 

Next to the changes founded on pronunciation and to 
the substitution of auxiliary verbs for inflections, the 
usage of the definite and indefinite articles in nouns 
appears the most considerable step in the transmutation 
of Latin into its derivative languages. None but Latin, 
I believe, has ever wanted this part of speech ; and the 
defect to which custom reconciled the Eomans would 
be an insuperable stumbling-block to nations who were 
to translate their original idiom into that language. A 
coarse expedient of applying unus, ipse^ or Ule to the pur- 
poses of an article might perhaps be no unfrequent 
vulgarism of the provincials; and after the Teutonic 
tribes brought in their own grammar, it was natural that 
a corruption should become universal, which in fact 
supplied a real and essential deficiency. 

That the quantity of Latin syllables is neglected, or 
rather lost, in modem pronunciation, seems to 
be generally admitted. hether, indeed, the tion no 
ancient Eomans, in their ordinary speaking, ie^ted 
distinguished the measure of syllables with such by quantity 
uniform musical accuracy as we imagine, giving a cer- 
tain time to those termed long, and exactly half that 
duration to the short, might very reasonably be ques- 
tioned ; though this was probably done, or attempted to 
be done, by every reader of poetry. Certainly, however, 
the laws of quantity were forgotten, and an accentual 
pronunciation came to predominate, before Latin had 
ceased to be a living language. A Christian writer 
named Commodianus, who lived before the end of the 
third century according to some, or, as others think, in 
the reign of Constantine, has left us a philological 
curiosity, in a series of attacks on the pagan superstitions, 
composed in what are meant to be verses, regulated 
by accent instead of quantity, exactly as we read Virgil 
at present." • 

^ See Lauzi, Saggio aeila Lingua ^ No description can give so adequate 
Etrusca, t i a 431; Mdm. de TAcad. des a notion of tUs extraordtoary perform* 
Inscrip. t. xxir. p. 633. ance ar a dioit q^edmen. Take tne in* 
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It is not improbable that Commodianns may have 
written in Africa, the province in which more than any 
the purity of Latin was debased. At the end of the 
fourOi centuiy St. Augustin assailed his old enemies, the 
Donatwts, with nearly the same arms that Commodianus 
had wielded against heathenism. But as the refined and 
various music of hexameters was unlikely to be relished 
by the vulgar, he prudently adopted a different measure.® 
All the nations of Europe seem to love the trochaic 
verse ; it was frequent on the Greek and Koman stage ; 
it is more common than any other in the popular poetry 
of modem languages. This proceeds from its simplicity, 
its liveliness, and its ready accommodation to dancing 
and music. In St. Austin’s poem he united to a trochaio 
measure the novel attraction of rhyme. 

As Africa must have lost all regard to the rules of 
measure in the fourth century, so it appears that Gaul 
was not more correct in the next two ages. A poem 
addressed by Auspicius bishop of Toul to count Arbo- 
gastes, of earlier date probably than the invasion of 
Clovis, is written with no regard to quantity.^* The 


troductoiylines; -which really, prejudices 
of education apart, are by no means in- 
harmonious:— 

Pr®fhtio nosira -viam eixanti demon- 
strat, 

Respectomque bonum, cum venerit 
sscolimeta, 

iBtemum fieri, quod discredunt insda 
corda. 

similiter erravi tempore multo, 

Fana prosequendo, parentibus insciis 
ipsis. 

Abstuli me tandem inde, legendo de 
lege. 

Testificor Dominum, doleo, proh ! d- 
vica tuxba 

Insda quod perdit, pergeos deos quae- 
rere vanos. 

Ob ea perdoctos ignoros instmoverum. 

Ckaumodianus however did not keep 
up this excellence in every part. Some 
of his lines are not redudble to any pro- 
nimciation, without the summaiy rules 
of Procrustes; as for instance — 

Paratus ad epulas, et refagiscere prae- 
oepta; or, Oapillos iofidtis, oculos fiili- 
gine relinitis. 

It must be owned that this text is 
exceedingly corrupt, and 1 diould not 
despair of seeing a truly critical editor, 
unscrupulous as his fraternity are apt to 
be. Improve his lines into in blemished 


hexameters. Till this time arrives, how- 
ever, we mnst consider him dther as 
utterly ignorant of metrical distinctions, 
or at least as aware that the populace 
whom he addressed did not observe them 
in speaking. Coromodianns is published 
by Dawes at the end of his edition of 
Minudus Felix. Some specimens are 
quoted in Harris’s Philological Inquiries. 

® Archaeologia, voL xiv. p. 188. The 
following are tlie first lines: — 

Abundantia peccatorum solet fratres 
conturbare ; 

Propter hoc Doininus noster voluit nos 
prsemonere, 

Comparans regnum coelomm reticnlo 
misso in mare, 

Conaeganti multos pieces, onme genus 
nine et inde, 

Quos cum traxissent ad littos, tone 
ccepenmt separare, 

Bonos in vasa miserun^ reliquos ma i n s 
in mare. 

This tradi is much below the level of 
Augustin; but it could not have been 
later than his age. 

^ Becueil des PQstoriens, tip. 814 ; 
it begins in the following manner 

P'racelso expectabili bis Aibogasto 
comiti 

Auspidus, qui diligo, salutem dice 
pluiimam. Magnas 
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bishop by whom this was composed is mentioned by his 
contemporajies as a man of learning. Probably he did 
not choose to perplex the barbarian to whom he was 
writing (for Axbogastes is plainly a barharons name) by 
legitimate Eoman metre. In the next century Gregory 
of Tours informs us that Chilperic attempted to write 
Latin Yerses ; but the lines could not be reconciled to 
any division of feet ; his ignorance having confounded 
long and short syllables together.** Now Chilperic must 
have learned to speak Latin like other kings of the 
Franks, and was a smatterer in several kinds of literature. 
If Chilperio therefore was not master of these distinc- 
tions, we may concluae that the bishops and other 
Eomans with whom he conversed did not observe them ; 
and that his blunders in versification arose from ignorance 
of rules, which, however fit to be preserved in poetry, 
were entirely obsolete in the living Latin of Hs age. 
Indeed the feequency of false quantities in the poets 
even of the fifth, but much more of the sixth century, is 
palpable. Fortunatus is quite full of them. This seems 
a decisive proof that the ancient pronunciation was lost. 
Avitus tells us that few preserved the proper measure of 
syllables in singing. Yet he was bishop of Vienne, 
where a purer pronunciation might be expected than in 
the remoter parts of Gaul.’^ 

Defective, however, as it had become in respect of 
pronimciation, Latin was still spoken in France ^ 
during the sixth and seventh centuries. We Laffluto 
have compositions of that time, intended for the 
people, in grammatical language. A song is still extant 
in rhyme and loose accentual measure, written upon a 
victory of Clotaire II. over the Saxons in 622, and ob^ 
viously intended for circulation among the people.* For- 


Magnas ccslesti Domino rependo corde 
gratias 

Qaod te Ttdlensi prozime magnum in 
nrbe vidimus. 

Multis me tuis arti'bus Isatificabas 
antea, 

Sed nunc fedstl mazimo me ezultare 
gaudio. 

^ Chilpericus rex , t> confecit 

duos libros, quorum vexvicnli debiles nul- 
lis pedibus subsistere poesunt: in quibu8» 
dum non intelligebat, pro longis syllabas 
breves posuit, etpro brevibus longas sta- 
tuebat. L vi. u 4G. 


Mdm. de TAcad^nie des Inscrip- 
tions, t xvii. Hist. Littdraire de Is 
France, t. iL p. 28. It seems rather pro- 
bable that the poetry of Avitus belongs 
to the fifth century, thou^ not very far 
from its termination. He was the cor- 
respondent of Sidonius Apollinaris, who 
died in 489, and we may presume his 
poetry to have been written rather early 
in life. 

• One stanza of this song will suffice 
to «ihow that the Latin language was yet 
uncoaoged; — He 
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tunatus says, in liis Life of St. Anbin of Angers, that he 
should take care not to use any expression unintelligible 
to the people.* Baudemind, in the middle of the seventh 
century, declares, in his Life of St. Amand, that he writes 
in a rustic and vulgar style, that the reader may be 
excited to imitation." Not that these legends were 
actually perused by the populace, for the very aii: of 
reading was confined to a few. But they were read 
publicly in the churches, and probably wi& a pronun- 
ciation accommodated to the corruptions of ordinary 
language. Still the Latin syntax must have been toler- 
ably understood ,* and we may therefore say that Latin 
had not ceased to be a living language, in Gaul at least, 
before the latter part of the seventh centuiy. Faults 
indeed against the rules of grammar, as well as unusual 
idioms, perpetually occur in the best writers of the Me- 
rovingian period, such as Gregory of Tours ; while char- 
ters drawn up by less expert scholars deviate much 
further from purity.* 

The corrupt provincial idiom became gradually more 
and more dissimilar to grammatical Latin ; and the lingua 
Eomana rustica, as the vulgar patois (to borrow a word 
that I cannot well translate) had been called, acquired a 
distinct character as a new language in the eighth cen- 
tury.y Latin orthography, which had been hitherto 
pretty well maintained in books, though not always in 
charters, gave way to a new spelling, conformably to the 
current pronunciation. Thus we &id lui, for iUius, in 
the Formularies of Marculfus ; and Tu lo juva in a liturgy 
of Charlemagne’s age, for Tu ilium juva. When tMs 
barrier was once broken down, such a deluge of innova- 
tion poured in that all the characteristics of Latin were 

De Clotario est canere rege Prancomin, J EHst litt^raire de la France t rii, 
QM ivi pu^are cum gente Saxonum, p. 12 . The editors say that it is men- 
provenisset missis Sax- tioned by name even in the seventh ceii. 

Si non Msaet incUtos Faro de gente ^ 

Bmrgundionnm. ruption of Latin had then become 

striking. It is familiarly known that 
t PrsBcavendum est, ne ad anres po- illiterate persons understand a more oor- 
puli minus aliquid intelligibile profe- rect language than they use themselves; 
fator. Mdm. de I'Acad. t. xvii. p. tl2. so that the corruption of Latin might 
“ Rustico et plebeio seimone propter have gon^ to a considerable length among 
exemplum et imitationem. Id. ibid. the people, while sermons were preached^ 
^ Hist littdrairede la France, tiii.p. 5* and tolerably comprehended, in a purof 
lfdin.de TAcaddmie, txxiv.p.di7. Non* grammar, 
veau “Ihaitd de Diploma tique, t i v. p. 485. 
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effaced in writing as well as speaking, and ihe existence 
of a new language became undeniable. In a council held at 
Tours in 813 the bishops are ordered to have certain homi- 
lies of the fathers translated into the rustic Eoman, as well 
as the German tongue,* After this it is unnecessary to 
multiply proofs of Sie change which Latin had undergone. 

In Italy the progressive corruptions of the Latin 
language were analogous to those which oc- its corrnp- 
ourred in France, though we do not find in ^ itaiy. 
writings any unequivocal specimens of a new formation 
at so early a period. But the old inscriptions, even of 
the fourth and fifth centuries, are full of solecisms and 
corrupt orthography. In legal instruments under the 
Lombard kings the Latin inflections are indeed used, 
but with so little regard to propriety that it is obvious 
the writers had not fiie slightest tincture of grammatical 
knowledge. This observation extends to a very large 
proportion of such documents down to the twelflh 
century, and is as applicable to France and Spain as 
it is to Italy. In these charters the peculiar charac- 
teristics of Italian orthography and grammar frequently 
appear. Thus we find, in the eighth centuiy, diveatis 
for debeatis, da for de in the ablative, avendi for 
habendi, dava for dabat, cedo a deo, and ad ecclesia, 
among many similar corruptions.^ Latin was so changed, 
it is said by a wndter of Charlemagne’s age, that scarcely 
any part of it was popularly known. Italy indeed had 
suffered more than France itself by invasion, and was 
reduced to a lower state of barbarism, though probably, 
from the greater distinctness of pronunciation habitual 
to the ItaSans, they lost less of their original language 
than the French. I do not find, however, in Ihe 
writers who have treated this subject, any express 
evidence of a vulgar language distinct from Ijatin 
earlier than the close of the tenth century, when it is 
said in the epitaph of Pope Gregory V., who died in 
999, that he instructed the people in three dialects — 
the Frankish or German, Ihe vulgar, and the Latin.^ 

^ M&o. de TAcad. des Insc. t. xvii b TJsns Francises, vulgari, et too! 
See two memoirs in this volnme by dn Latinft. 

Clos and le Bcenf, especially the latter, Instituit popnlos eloquio tripici. 

■6 well as that already mentioned in Fontanini deU’ Eloquenza Italians 
L xzly. xk. 682, by M. Bonamy. p. 15. Mncratori, Dissert xxzii. 

• Moratori, IMssert. i and xliii. 
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Wlien Latin liad tlms erased to be a living language, 
the whole -breasitry of knowledge was looked up 
^om the eyes of the people. The few who 
of might have imbibed a taste for literature, if 

books had been accessible to them, were re- 
duced to abandon pmmiits that could only be cultivated 
through a kind of education not easily within their reach. 
Schools, confined to cathedrals and monasteries, and ex- 
clusively designed for the purposes of religion, afforded 
no encouragement or opportunities to the laity.® The 
worst effect was, that, as the newly-formed languages 
were hardly made use of in writing, Latin being still 
preserved in all legal instruments and public correspond- 
ence, the very use of letters, as well as of books, was 
forgotten. Por many centuries, to sum up the account 
of ignorance in a word, it was rare for a layman, of 
whatever rank, to know how to sign his name.*^ Their 
charters, till the use of seals became general, were sub- 
scribed with the mark of the cross. StiU more extraor- 
dmary it was to find one who had any tincture of 
learning. Even admitting every indistinct commenda- 
tion of a monkish biographer (with whom a knowledge 
of church-music would pass for literature*), we could 
make out a very short list of scholars. None certainly 
were more distinguished as such than Charlemagne and 
Alfred. But the former, unless we reject a very plain 
testimony, was incapable of writing ; ^ and Alfred found 

® Histoire Litt^rairede laFraaice,tTi. his learned vassal: Noveritis, domines 
p. 20. Mnratori, Dissert zliii. quod rex illiteratos est asinus coronatns. 

d Nouveau Traitd de Diplomatique, Gesta Comitom Andegavensium. In the 
t. it p. 419. This became, the editors same hook, Geoffrey, father of our 
say, much less unusual about the end of Henry IL, is said to be optime literatus ; 
the thirteenth century; a pretty late which perhaps imports little more leam- 
period I A few signatures to deeds ap* i^g than his ancestor Fulk possessed, 
pear in the fourteenth century; in the ^ The passage in Eginhard, which has 

next they are more frequent Ibid. The occasioned so much dispute, speaks for 
emperor Frederic Barharossa could not itself: Tentahat et sexibere, tabulasque 
read (Struvius, Corpus Hist German, et codicillos ad hoc in lecticula sub 
t i. p. Z11), nor John king of Bohemia cervicalibus eixenmferre solehat, nt,ctim 
in the middle of the fourteenth century vacuum tempns esset, maTiTim afBgtftTMWit 
(Sismondi, t v. p. 205), nor Philip the literisassneffu^ret; s^ parum prospeih 
Hardy, king of France, although the son successit labor pnepoeterus ac aerb in- 
nf St Louis. (Velly, t vi. p. 426.) choatus. 

* Louis IV., king of France, lau^« Man^ are stni unwilling to believo 
ing at Folk count of Anjou, who sang that Charlemagne could not write. jyL 
uithems among the choristers of Tours, Ampbre observes that tire maperoraaserti 
received the following pithy epistle from himself to have been the author of the 
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difficTiliy in making a translation from the pastoral in- 
struction of St. Gregory, on account of his imperfect 
knowledge of Latin.® 

Whatever mention, therefore, we find of learning and 
the learned during these dark ages, must be understood 
to relate only to such as were within the pale of clergy, 
which indeed was pretty extensive, and comprehended 
many who did not exercise the offices of religious 
ministry. But even the clergy were, for a long period, 
not very materially superior, as a body, to the unin- 
structed laity. A cloud of ignorance overspread the 
whole face of the church, harfiy broken by a few glim- 
mering lights, who owe much of their distinction to the 
surrounding darkness. In the sixth century the best 
writers in Latin were scarcely read and perhaps from 
the middle of this age to the eleventh there was, in a 
general view of literature, little difference to be discerned. 
If we look more accurately, there will appear certain 
gradual shades of twilight on each side of the greatest 
obscurity. France reached her lowest point about the 
beginning of the eighth century ; but ^England was at 
that time more respectable, and did not fall into com- 
plete degradation till the middle of the ninth. There 
could be nothing more deplorable than the state of 
letters in Italy and in England during the succeeding 
century; but France cannot be denied to have been 
uniformly, though very slowly, progressive from the time 
of Charlemagne.' 


libri Carolini, and is said 1}y some to 
nave composed verses. Hist Litt de la 
France, iii. 37. But did not Henry Vm. 
claim a 'book {gainst Luther, which was 
not written by himself? Qui facit per 
lUvumtfacit per se. Is in all cases a royal 
prert^iive. Even if the book were 
Charlenu^e's own, mi^t he not have 
dictated it? I have been informed that 
there is a manuscript at Vienna with 
autograph notes of Charlemagne in the 
mai^in. But is there sufficient evidence 
of their genuineness? The great diffi- 
tolty is to get over the words which I 
have quoted from Eginhard. M. Amphre 
ingeniously conjectures that the passage 
does not relate to simple common writing, 
but to calligraphy ; the art oi delineating 
characters in a beautiful manner, prac- 


tised by the copyists, and of which a 
contemporaneous specimen may be seen 
in the well-known Bible of the British 
Museum, Yet it must he remembered 
that Charlemagne’s early life passed in 
the depths of igjnoronce; and Eginhard 
gives a Mr reason why he failed in 
acquiring the art of writing, that he' 
b^an too late. Fingers of fifty are not 
made for a new skilL It is not, of 
course, implied by the words that he 
could not write his own name ; but that 
be did not acquire sudi a facility as he 
desired. [1848.] 

8 Spelman, Vit. Alfred. Append. 

h Hist. Littdraire de la France, t iiL 
p.5. 

1 These four dark centuries, the eighth, 
ninth tenth, ind eleventh, occupy five 
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Of this prevailing ignorance it is easy to piodnce 
abundant testimony. Contracts were made verbally, for 
want of notaries capable of drawing up charters , and 
these, when written, were frequently barbarous and nn- 
grammaticai to an incredible degree. Tor some con- 
siderable intervals scarcely any monument of literature 
has been preserved, except a few jejune chronicles, the 
vilest legends of saints, or verses equally destitute of 
spirit and metre. In almost every council the ignorance 
of the clergy forms a subject for reproach. It is asserted 
by one held in 992 that scarcely a single person was to 
be found in Eome itself who knew the first elements of 
letters.’^ Not one priest of a thousand in Spain, about 
the age of Charlemagne, could address a common letter 
of salutation to anofrier.® In England, Alfred declares 
that he could not recollect a single priest south of the 
Thames (the most civilized part of England), at the time 
of his accession, who understood the ordinary prayers, 
or could translate Latin into his mother tongue." Nor 
was this better in the time of Dunstan, when, it is said, 
none of the clergy knew how to write or translate a 
Latin letter." The homilies which they preached were 


lai^ qnarto volumes of the Literary 
History of France, by the fathers of SL 
Maur. But the most useful part will 
be found in the general view at the com- 
mencement of each volume; the re- 
mainder is taken up with biographies, 
into which a reader may dive at random, 
and sometimes bring up a curious fact. 
I may refer also to the 14th volume of 
Leber, Collections Relatives h I’Histoire 
de France, where some learned disserta- 
tions by the Abbds Lebeuf and Goujet, a 
little before the middle of the last cen- 
tury, are reprinted. [Note L] 
Tiraboschi, Storia della Letteratura, 
t. iii., and Muratori’s forty-third Disser- 
tation, are good authorities for the con- 
dition of letters in Italy; but I cannot 
easily give references to all the books 
which I have consulted, 
k Tirabosdn, t iit p. 198. 

“ Mabillon, De Re Diplomatic^, p. 65. 
The reason alleged, indeed, is that they 
were wholly occupied with studying 
Arabic, in order to carry on a controversy 
with the Saracens. But, as tMs is not 
very credible, we may rrat with the main 


fact that they could write no Latin. 

“ Spelman, Vit Alfred. Append. The 
whole drift of Alfred’s preface to this 
translation is to defend the expediency 
of rendering books into English, on ac- 
count of the general ignorance of Latin. 
The zeal whidi this excellent prince 
shows for literature is deli^tfuL Let 
us endeavour, he says, that aU the Eng- 
lish youth, e^eckdly the children of 
those who are free-born, and can educate 
them, may learn to read Engli^ before 
they take to any employment After- 
wards such as please may be instructed 
in Latin. Before the Doni^ invasion 
indeed, be tells us, churches were well 
famished with books; but the priests 
got little good from them, bein^ written 
in a foreign language which they could 
not undmstand. 

® Mabillon, De Re Diplomatic^, p. 66. 
Ordericus Wtelis, a more candid jni^ of 
onr unfortunate ancestors than other 
contem^raiy annalists, says that ihe 
Engli^ were, at the Conquest nide and 
almost illiterate which he ascribes to 
the Danish invasion. Du Ohesce, Hist 
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compiled for their use hj some bishops, frcm former 
works of the same kind, or the writings of the fathers. 

This universal ignorance was rendered unavoidable, 
among other causes, by the scarcity of books, scarcity of 
which could only be procured at an immense 
price. From the concLuest of Alexandria by the Saracens 
at the beginning of the seventh century, when the 
papyrus almost ceased to be imported into 
Europe, to the close of the eleventh, about which time 
the art of making paper from cotton rags seems to have 
been introduced, there were no materials for writing ex- 
cept parchment, a substance too expensive to be readily 
spared for mere purposes of literature.^ Hence an im- 
fortunate practice gained ground, of erasing a manuscript 
in order to substitute another on the same skin. This 
occasioned the loss of many ancient authors, who have 
made way for the legends of saints, or other ecclesiastical 
rubbish. 

If we would listen to some literary historians, we 
should believe that the darkest ages contained 
many individuals, not only distinguished among SSent 
their contemporaries, but positively eminent 
for abilities and knowledge. A proneness to 
extol every monk of whose production a few letters or a 


Norm. Script p. 518. However, Ingalfas 
tells us that the library of Croyland 
contained above three hundred volumes, 
till the unfortunate fire that destroyed 
that abbey in 1091. Gale, XV Scriptores, 
1 i. 93. Such a library was very extra- 
ordinary in the eleventh centtuy, and 
could not have been equalled for some 
ages afterwards. Ingulfus mentions at 
the same time a nadir, as he calls it or 
planetarium, executed in various metals. 
This had been presented to abbot Tur- 
ketul in the tenth century by a king of 
France, and was, I make no doubt, of 
Arabian or Gre^ manuihctare. 

P Parchment was so scarce that none 
oould be procured about 1120 for an il- 
luminated copy of the Bible. Warton’s 
Hist of English Poetry, Dissert H. I 
suppose the deficiency was of Bkina beau- 
tiful enough for this purpose; it <»^ot 
be meant that there was no parchment 
Ssr legal instruments. 

Manuscripts written on papyrut as 
VOL m 


may be supposed from the fragility ol 
the material, as well as the difBculty of 
procuring it are of extreme rarity. That 
in the British Museum, being a charter 
to a church at Eavenna in 512, is in 
every respect the most curious : and in- 
deed both Mabillon and Muratori seem 
never to have seen anything written on 
papyrus, thou^ they trace its occasional 
use down to the eleventh or twelfth cen- 
turies. Mabillon, De He Diplomaticfl, 
L iL ; Muratori, Antichitk Italiane, Dis- 
sert xliii. p. 602. But the authors of 
the Houveau Traltd de Diplomatique 
speak of several manuscripts on this 
material as extant in Stance and Italy 
t i. p. 493. 

As to the general scarcity and hi^ 
price of books in the middle ages, Ro- 
bertson (Introduction to Hist Charles V. 
note X.), and Warton in the above-cited 
dissertation, not to quote authors lest 
accessible, have collected some of the 
leading facts ; to whom liefer the reader, 
U 



290 


WANT OF LITERARY EMINENCE. Chap. IX. Paht 1. 


devotional treatise survives, every “bisliop of wtom it is 
related that he composed homilies, runs through the 
laborious work of the Benedictines of St. Maur, the 
Literaiy History of France, and, in a less degree, is 
observable even in Tiraboschi, and in most books of this 
class. Bede, Alcuin, Hincmar, Raban, and a number of 
inferior names, become real giants of learning in their 
uncritical panegyrics. But one might justly say that 
ignorance is the smallest defect of the writers of these 
dark ages. Several of them were tolerably acquainted 
with books ; but that wherein they are uniformly defi- 
cient is original argument or expression. Almost every 
one is a compiler of scraps from the fathers, or from such 
semi-classical authors as Boethius, Cassiodorus, or Mar- 
tianus Capella.'i Indeed I am not aware that there 
appeared more than two really considerable men in the 
republic of letters from the sixth to the middle of the 
eleventh century — John, sumamed Scotus or Erigena, a 
native of Ireland ; and Gerbert, who became pope by 
the name of Silvester 11. : the first endowed wilh a bold 
and acute metaphysical genius; the second excellent, 
for the time when he lived, in mathematical science and 
mechanical inventions.^ 

^ Lest I ^otild seem to have spoken most abstruse of his works, consider it as 
too peremptorily, I wish it to he xmder- the development of an oriental philo- 
Btood that I pretend to hardly any direct sophy, acquired during his residence in 
acquaintance with these writers, and Greece, and neaxly coindding with some 
found my censure on the authority of of the later Platonism of the Alexandrian 
others, chiefly indeed on the admissions school, but with a mere unequivocal 
of those who are too disposed to fall into tendency to pantheism. This manifests 
a strain of panegyric. See Histoire itself in some extracts which have latterly 
Litt6*aire de la France, t iv. p. 281 et been made from the treatise DeDivisione 
alibi. Natorse; but thou^ Scotus had not the 

^ John Scotus, who, it is almost need- reputation of tmblemished orthodoxy, the 
less to say, must not be confounded with drift of his philosophy was not understood 
the still more famous metaphysician in that barbarous period. He might, in- 
Duns Scotus, lived under Charles the deed, have excited censure by bis intre- 
Bald, in the middle of the ninth century, pid preference of reason to authority. 
It admits of no doubt that John Scotus "Authority,’* he says, "springs from 
was, in a literary and philosophical sense, reason, not reason from authorify—tme 
the most remarkable man of the dark reason needs not be confirmed by any 
ages ; no one else had his boldness, his authority.*’ La veritable Importance 
subtlety in threading the labyrinths of historicpie, says Ampbre, de l^t Eri* 
metaphysical speculations which, in the gbne n'est done pas dans ses opinions; 
west of Europe, had been utterly disre- celles^l n’ont d’autre int^t que leor 
garded. But it is another question date er le lieu oh elles appaEraisseni Sans 
whether he can be reckoned an original doute, il est piquant ^et bizarre de voir 
writer; those who have attended most to ces opinions orientales ei alexandrines 
6is treatise De Divisinne Naturae the sm^r au IX^ sibde, h Paris, h la cour de 
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If it 1)0 demanded by wbat cause it happened that a 
few sparks of ancient learning survived throngh- 
ont this long winter, we can only ascribe their 
preservation to the establishnient of Christianity. 

Eeligion alone made a bridge, as it were, across 
the chaos, and has linked the two periods of ancient and 
modem civilization. Without this connecting principle, 
Europe might indeed have awakened to intellectual pur- 
suits, and 3ie genius of recent times needed not to be 
invigorated by the imitation of antiquity. But the 
memory of Greece and Eome would have been feebly 
preserved by tradition, and the monuments of those 
nations might have excited, on the return of civilization, 
that vague sentiment of speculation and wonder with 
which men now contemplate Persepolis or the Pyramids. 
It is not, however, from religion simply that we have 
derived this advantage, but from religion as it was 
modified in the dark ages. Such is the complex recipro- 
cation of good and evil in the dispensations of Providence, 
that we may assert, with only an apparent paradox, that, 
had religion been more pure, it would have been less 
permanent, and that Christianity has been preserved by 
means of its corruptions. The sole hope for literature 
depended on the Latin language ; and I do not see why 
that should not have been lost, if three circumstances in 
the prevailing religious system, all of which we are 
justly accustomed to disapprove, had not conspired to 
maintain it — the papal supremacy, the monastic institu- 
tions, and the use of a Latin liturgy. 1. A continual 
intercourse was kept up, in consequence of the first, 
between Eome and the several nations of Europe ; her 
laws were received by the bishops, her legates presided 
m councils ; so that a common language was as necessary 
in the church as it is a^resent in ihe diplcmatic rela- 
tions of kingdoms. 2. throughout the whole course of 

Charles le Chanve; Trials ce qni n’est ment accuse de son point de Tne 
pas senlement piquant et hizaire, ce qni philosophiqne, il est d^h nn- ddvancier 
intdresse le ddveloppement de Tespiit de la philosophie modeme. Hist litt. 
hnmain, tfest qne la question ait 06 lit 146. 

pocde, <Rs lors, si nettement entre I’an- Silvester IL died in 1003. Whether 
toritd et la raison, et si dnergignement he first brought the Arabic numeration 
"daolne en favenr de la seconde. En lui into Europe, as has been commonly said, 
mot, par ses iddes, Scot Erigdne est seems xmcertain; it was at least not 
encore nn pnilosophe de Tantiqnitd much practised for some centuries aftes 
Jrecque; et par Tindependance haute- his death. 

u 2 
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the middle ages tliere was no learning, and very little 
regularity of manners, among tlie parochial clergy. 
Almost every distinguished man was either the member 
of a chapter or of a convent. The monasteries were sub- 
jected to strict rules of discipline, and held out, at the 
worst, more opportunities for study than the secular 
clergy possessed, and fewer for worldly dissipations. 
But their most important service was as secure reposi- 
tories for books. All our manuscripts have been 
preserved in this manner, and could hardly have 
descended to us by any other channel; at least there 
were intervals when I do not conceive that any royal or 
private libraries existed.® 3. Monasteries, however, 
would probably have contributed very little towards the 
preservation of learning, if the Sciiptures and the liturgy 
had been translated out of Latin when that language 
ceased to be intelligible. Every rational principle of 
religious worship called for such a change ; but it would 
have been made at the expense of posterity. One might 
presume, if such refined conjectures were consistent with 
historical caution, that the more learned and sagacious 
ecolesiastios of those times, deploring the gradual cor- 
ruption of the Latin tongue, and the danger of its abso- 
lute extinction, were induced to maintain it as a sacred 
language, and the depository, as it were, of that truth 
.and that science which would be lost in the barbarous 

* Charlemagne had a library at Aix- than what is mentioned? The Bhetoric 
la-Chapelle, which he directed to be sold of Cicero was probably the spurious 
at his death for the benefit of the poor, boohs Ad Herennium. But other libraiies 
His son Louis is said to have collected must have been somewhat better fur- 
some books. But this rather confirms, nished than this; else the Latin anthers 
on the whole, my supposition that, in wonld have been still less known in the 
some periods, no royal or private libraries ninth century than they actually were, 
existed, since there were not always In the gradual progress of learning, a 
princes or nobles with the spirit of very small number of princes thon^t it 
Charlem^ne, or even XiOnis the Debonair, honourable to collect books. Perhaps no 

*• We possess a catalogue,’* says M. earlier instance can be mentioned 
Amp^e (quoting d’Achery’s Spicilegpum, that of a most respectable William 
ii. 310), “ of the library in the abbey of III., duke of Cuienne, in the first part 
St. Biquier, written in 831 ; it consists of the eleventh century. Fnit dux iste, 
of 266 volumes, some containing several says a contemporary writer, a pneritia 
works. Christian writers are in great doctns literis, et satis notitiam Scrip- 
majority; but we find also the Eclogues torarum habnit; libromm copiam in 
of Vii^ the Bhetoric of Cicero, the palatio suo servavit; et si forte a fre- 
History of Homer, that is, the wodcs quentia**can8anim et tumnltu vacaret, 
ascribed to Dictys and Dares.” Amphre, lectioni per seipsum qperam dabat long!- 
hi. 236. Can anything be lower than oribnsnoctibnselucubransinUbris,donec 
^is, if nothing is omitted more valuable somno vinceretur. Bee. deg Hist x. 165 , 
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dialects of the vulgar. But a simpler explanation is 
found in the radical dislike of innovation which is 
natural to an established clergy. Nor did they want as 
good pretexts, on the ground of convenience, as are 
commonly alleged by the opponents of reform. They 
were habituated to the Latin words of the church- 
service, which had become, by this asscciation, the 
readiest instruments of devotion, and with the majesty 
of which the Eomance jargon could bear no comparison 
Their musical chants were adapted to these sounds, and 
their hymns depended, for metrical effect, on the marked 
accents and powerful rhymes which the Latin language 
affords. The vulgate Latin of the Bible was still more 
venerable. It was like a copy of a lost original ; and a 
copy attested by one of the most eminent fathers, and by 
the general consent of the church. These are certainly 
no adequate excuses for keeping the people in ignorance ; 
and the gross corruption of the middle ages is in a great 
degree assignable to this policy. But learning, and 
consequently religion, have eventually derived from it 
the utmost advance. 

In the shadows of this universal ignorance a thousand 
superstitions, like foul animals of night, were snpersti- 
propagated and nourished. It would be very 
unsatisfactory to exhibit a few specimens of this odious 
brood, when the real character of those times is only to 
be judged by their accumulated multitude. In every 
age it would be easy to select proofs of irrational super- 
stition, which, separately considered, seem to degrade 
noankind from its level in the creation ; and perhaps the 
contemporaries of Swedenborg and Southcote have no 
right to look very contemptuously upon the fanaticism of 
their ancestors. There are many books from which a 
sufficient number of instances may be collected to show 
the absurdity and ignorance of the middle ages in this 
respect. I shall only mention two, as affording more 
general evidence than any local or obscure superstition. 
In the tenth century an opinion prevailed everywhere 
that the end of the world was approaching. Many 
charters begm vrfth these words, “ As the world is now 
drawing to its close.” An army marching under the 
emperor Otho I. was so terrified by an eclipse of the 
sun, which it conceived to announce thip consummatioii* 
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as to disperse hastily on all sides. As this notion seems 
to have been founded on some confused theory of the 
mille nnium , it naturally died away when the seasons 
proceeded in the eleven-Qi centniy with their usual regu- 
larity.* A far more remarkable and permanent super- 
stition was the appeal to Heaven in judicial controversies, 
whether through the means of combat or of ordeal. The 
principle of these was the same ; but in ^e former it 
was mingled with feelings independent of religion— the 
natural dictates of resentment in a brave Tna.n unjustly 
accused, and the sympathy of a warlike people with the 
display of skill and intrepidity. These, in course of time, 
almost obliterated the primary character of judicial com- 
bat, and ultimately changed it into the modem duel, in 
which assuredly there is no mixture of superstition.* 
But, in the various tests of innocence which were called 
ordeals, this stood undisguised and unqualified. It is 

not necessary to describe what is so well known the 

ceremonies of trial by handling hot iron, by plungiag 
the arm into boiling fluids, by floating or sinking in cold 
water, or by swallowing a piece of consecrated bread. 
It is observable that, as the interference of Heaven was 
relied upon as a matter of course, it seems to have been 
reckoned nearly indifferent whether such a test was 
adopted as must, humanly considered, absolve all the 
guilty, or one that must convict all the ionocent. The 
orde^ of hot iron or water were, however, more com- 
monly used ; and it has been a perplexing question by 
what dexterity these tremendous proofe were eluded. 

seem at least to have placed the decision of all 
judicial controversies in the hands of the clergy, who 

t Eobertson, Introduction to Hist the king interfered to prevent the en- 
vhaxles V. note 13; Schmidt Hist des gagement Villaxet t lx. p. 7i. The 
All em ands, t ii. p. 380 ; Hist Littdraire haxharous practice of wearing swords as 
de la France, t vL a part of domestic dress, which tended 

" Duelling, in the modem sense of the very much to the frequency of duelling 
word, exclusive of casual frays and single was not introduced till the latter part of 
combat during war, was unknown before the 16th century. I can only find one 
the sixteenth century. But we find one print in Montfau(x>n’s Monuments of the 
anecdote which seems to illnstrate its French monarchy where a sword is worn 
derivation from the judicial combat, without armour before the reign of 
Ihe dukes of Lancaster and Brunswick, Charles VHL ; though a few, as early 
having some differences, agreed to decide as the reign of Charles VI., have short 
nem by duel before John king of France, daggers in their girdles. The exoep- 
X'he lists were prepared with the tion is a figure of Charles VIL t. lit 
sdemnily of a real trial by battle; but pL 47 
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must have known the secret, whatever that might he, of 
satisfying the spectators that an accused person had held 
a mass of burning iron with impunity. For several 
centuries this mode of investigation was in great repute, 
though not without opposition from some eminentbishops. 
It does discredit to &e memory of Charlemagne that he 
was one of its warmest advocates.’^ But the judicial 
combat, which indeed might be reckoned one species of 
ordeal, gradually put an end to the rest; and as the 
church acquired better notions of law, and a code of her 
own, she strenuously exerted herself against all these 
barbarous superstitions.^ 

But the religious ignorance of the middle ages some- 
times burst out in ebullitions of epidemical en- Enthusiastic 
thusiasm, more remarkable than these super- risings, 
stitious usages, though proceeding in fact from similar 
causes. For enthusiasm is little else than superstition 
put in motion, and is equally founded on a strong con- 
viction of supernatural agency without any just concep- 
tions of its nature. Nor has any denomination of 
Christians produced, or even sanctioned, more fanaticism 
than the church of Eome. These epidemical frenzies, 
however, to which I am alluding, were merely tumul- 


* Balnzii Capitularia, p. 444. It was 
prohibited by Louis the Debonair ; a man, 
as I have noticed in another pl^e, not 
inferior, as a legislator, to his fether. 
Ibid. p. 668. " The spirit of party,” says 
a late writer, “has often accused the 
<hurch of having devised these barbar- 
ous methods of xhscovering truth— the 
duel and the ordeal ; nothing can be more 
unjust Neither one nor the other is 
derived ftom Christianity; they existed 
long before in the Germanic usages.” 
Amphre, Hist Litt de la France, iii. 
180. Any one must have been very ig- 
norant who attributed the invention of 
ordeals to the church. But during the 
da/rh ages they were always sanctioned. 
Agobard, from whom M. Ampbre gives a 
quotation, in the reign of Louis the Debo- 
nair wrote strongly against them ; but this 
was the remonstrance of a superior man ir 
an age that was ill-inclined to h^ar him. 

y Orders were not actually abolished 
in France, notwithstanding the law of 
Louis above-mentioned, so late as the 


eleventh century (Bouquet, txL p.430), 
nor in England till the reign of Henry 
IIL Some of the stories we read, where- 
in accused persons have passed triumph- 
antly through these severe proo&, are 
perplexing enou^; and perhaps it is 
safer, as well as easier, to deny than to 
explain them. For example, a writer in 
the Archseologia (voL xv. p. 1Y2) has 
shown that Exmua, queen of Edward the 
Confessor, did not perform her trial by 
stepping "betwem, as Blackstone imagines, 
but upon nine red-hot ploughshares. But 
he seems not aware that the whole story 
is unsupported by any contemporary or 
even respectable testimony. A similar 
anecdote is related of Cunegunda, wife of 
the emperor Henry IL, which probably 
gave rise to that of Emma. There aro, 
however, medicaments, as is weE known, 
that protect the skin to a certain degree 
against the effect of fire. This pheno- 
menon would pass for miraculous, anci 
form the basis of those exaggerated stories 
ia irtonkifth bwks. 
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tuoHfi, thongli certaiiily fostered by tbe creed of perpetual 
miracles wbicb the clergy inculcated, and (fiawing a 
legitimate precedent for religious insurrection from the 
crusades. For these, among other evil consequences, 
seem to haye principally excited a wild fanaticism that 
did not sleep for several centuries.* 

The j&rst conspicuous appearance of it was in the reign 
of Philip Augustus, when the mercenary troops, dis- 
missed from Sie pay of that prince and of Henry 11., 
committed the greatest outrages in the south of France. 
One Durand, a carpenter, deluded it is said by a con- 
trived appearance of the Yirgin, put himself at the head 
of an army of the populace, in order to destroy these 
marauders. His followers were styled Brethren of the 
White Caps, from the linen coverings of their heads. 
They bound themselves not to play at dice nor frequent 
taverns, to wear no affected clothing, to avoid peijury and 
vain swearing. After some successes over the plunderers, 
they went so far as to forbid the lords to take any dues 
from their vassals, on pain of incurring the indignation 
of the brotherhood. It may easily be imagined that they 
were soon entirely discom&ed, so that no one dared to 
own that he had belonged to them.* 

During the captivity of St. Louis in Egypt, a more 
extensive and terrible ferment broke out in Ilanders, 
and spread from thence over great part of France. An 
impostor declared himself commissioned by the Virgin to 
preach a crusade, not to the rich and noble, who for their 
pride had been rejected of God, but the poor. His dis- 
ciples were called Pastoureaux, the simplicity of shep- 
herds having exposed them more readily to this delusion. 
In a short time they were swelled by the confluence of 
abundant streams to a moving mass of a hundred thousand 
men, divided into companies, with banners bearing a 
cross and a lamb, and commanded by the imposter’s 

* The most singular effect of this cam* not anticipated, they soon dispersed in 
sading spirit was witnessed in 1211, when varions directions. Thirty thousand ar* 
a multitude, amountiog, as some say, to rived at MarscDles, where part were mts- 
fO.OOO, chie^ composed of children, and dered, part probably starved, and the rest 
commanded by a diild, set out for the sold to the Saracens. Annali di Mu> 
purpose of recovering the Holy Land, ratori, ajo. 1211 ; VeUy, Hist de France, 
They came for the most part from <Jer- t iv. p.'3oe. 

many, and reached Genoa without harm. • Velly, t ill. p 2^5 ; Da Cange, v 
But, finding there an obstacle which their Capudati. 
imp^ect Imowledge of ge<graphy had 
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lieutenants. He assumed a priestly cliaraoter, preaching, 
absolving, annulling marriages. At Amiens, Bourges, 
O’^leans, and Paris itself, he was received as a divine 
prophet. Even the regent Blanche, for a time, was led 
away by the popular tide. His main topic was reproach 
of the clergy for their idleness and corruption — a theme 
well adapted to the ears of the people, who had long 
been uttering similar strains of complaint. In some 
towns his followers massacred the priests and plundered 
the monasteries. The government at length began to 
exert itself; and the public sentiment turning against 
the authors of so much confusion, this rabble was put to 
the sword or dissipated.'" Seventy years afterwards an 
insurrection, almost exactly paraUel to this, burst 
out under the same pretence of a crusade. These insur- 
gents, too, bore the name of Pastoureaux, and their short 
career was distinguished by a general massacre of the 
Jews.® 

But though the contagion of fanaticism spreads much 
more rapidly among the populace, and in modem times 
is almost entirely confined to it, there were examples, in 
the middle ages, of an epidemical religious lunacy, from 
which no class was exempt. One of these occurred about 
the year 1260, when a multitude of every rank, age, and 
sex, marching two by two in procession along the slreets 
and public roads, mingled groans and dolorous hymns 
with the sound of leathern scourges which they exercised 
upon their naked backs. From this mark of penitence, 
which, as it bears at least all the appearance of sincerity, 
is not uncommon in the church of Eome, they acquired 
the name of Flagellants. Their career began, it is said, 
at Perugia, whence they spread over the rest of Italy, 
and into Germany and Poland. As this spontaneous 
fanaticism met with no encouragement from the church, 
and was prudently discountenanced by the civil magis- 
trate, it died away in a very short time.*' But it is more 
surprising that, after almost a century and a half of con- 
tinual improvement and illumination, another irruption 
of popular extravagance burst out under circumstances 


b Velly, Hist de France, tv. p.Y; 
Lm Cange, v. PasfcirellL 
’ Velly, Hist de France, t viiL p. 99. 
Phe conttonator of Nangis says, slcat 


fnmns snbitb evannlt iota ilia commotiu 
Spicileginm, t iii. p. 

d Velly, t v. p. 2T9 ; Dn Cange, v 
Verberatia 
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oxceedingly similar.® “ In the month of August 1399/ 
says a contemporary historian, “ there appeared all over 
IMy a description of persons, called Bianchi, from the 
white linen vestment that they wore. They passed from 
province to province, and from city to city, crying out 
Misericordia ! with their faces covered and bent towards 
the ground, and bearing before them a great crucifix. 
Their constant song was, Stabat Mater dolorosa. This 
lasted three months ; and whoever did not attend their 
procession was reputed a heretic.”^ , Almost every Italian 
writer of the time tahes notice of these Bianchi; and 
Muratori ascribes a remarkable reformation of manners 
(though certainly a very transient one) to their influence.^ 
Nor were they confined to Italy, though no such meri- 
torious exertions ai-e imputed to them in other countries. 
In France their practice of covering the face gave such 
opportunity to crimes as to be prohibited by the govern- 
ment and we have an act on the rolls of the first par- 
liament of Henry lY., forbidding any one, “ under pain 
of forfeiting all his worth, to receive the new sect in 
white clothes, pretending to great sanctity,” which had 
recently appeared in foreign parts.’ 

The devotion of the multitude was wrought to this 
Pretended feveiish height by the prevailing system of the 
miracles, clergy. In Ikat singular polytheism, which 
had been gi’afted on Christianity, nothmg was so con- 
spicuous as the belief of perpetual miracles — if indeed 
those could properly be termed miracles which, by their 
constant recurrence, even upon trifling occasions, might 
seem within the ordinary dispensations of Providence. 
These superstitions arose in what are called primitive 
times, and are certainly no part of popery, if in that 
word we include any especm reference to the Boman 
see. But successive ages of ignorance swelled the delu- 

^ Somethmg of a. similar kind is men- not be surprised at their sometimes 
tioned by O. Viliam, under the year becoming in a manner nationaL Aza- 
1310. 1. viiL c. 122. rius, a chronicler of Milan, after describ- 

f Anna!. Mediolan. in Murat Script ing the almost incredible dissoluteness of 
Rer. Itat t zvi. p. 832 ; G. Stella. Ann. Pavia, gives an account of an instants 
Genuens. t. xviL p. 1072; Chron. Foro- neous reformation wrought by the 
liviense, t xbc. p. 874; Ann. Bouin- preaching of a certain friar. This was 
contri, t xxi. p. 79. about 1350. Script Rer. ItaL t acvt 

« Diasert 75, Sudden transitions fiom p. 375 
profligate to austere manners were so h Villaret t xii. p. 327. 
common among individuals, that we can- i Rot Part v. iii. p. 428. 
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sion tc suck an enormous pitck, that it was as difficult to 
trace, we may say without exaggeration, the real religion 
of the Gospel in the popular belief of the laity, as the 
real history of Charlemagne in the romance of Tui*pin. 
It must not be supposed that these absurdities were pro- 
duced, as well as nourished, by ignorance. In most 
cases they were the work of deliberate imposture. Every 
cathedral or monastery had its tutelar saint, and every 
saint his legend, fabricated in order to enrich the 
churches under his protection, by exaggerating his 
virtues, his miracles, and consequently Ms power of 
serving those who paid liberally for Ms patronage.*" 
Many of those saints were imaginary persons ; some- 
times a blimdered inscription added a name to the 
calendar, and sometimes, it is said, a h3athen god was 
surprised at the company to wMch he was introduced, 
and the rites with wMch he was honoured.® 

It would not be consonant to the natoe of the present 
work to dwell upon the erroneousness of this 
religion ; but its effect upon the moral and in- arisSg 
tellectual character of mankind was so promi- 
nent, that no one can take a philosopMcai view 
of the middle ages without attending more than is at 
present fasMonaMe to their ecclesiastical history. That 
the exclusive worsMp of saints, under the guidance of 
an artful though illiterate priesthood, degraded the under- 
standing and begot a stupid credulity and fanaticism, is 
sufficiently evident. But it was also so managed as to 
loosen the bonds of religion and pervert the standard of 
morality. If these inhafaants of heaven had been repre- 
sented as stem avengers, accepting no slight atonement 
for heavy offences, and prompt to interpose their control 
over natural events for the detection and punishment of 
guilt, the creed, however impossible to be reconciled with 
experience, might have proved a salutary check upon a 
rude people, and would at least have had the only paUia- 
tion that can be offered for a religious imposture, its 
political expediency. In the legends of those times, on 

xThisisconfessedbytheaTiihoT^fEis- ™ Hicldleton’s JLetter from Ibma. IS 
toire litt^raire de la France, t ii. p. 4, some of onr doquent countryman’s post- 
and indeed by many catholic uTriters. I tions should be disputed, there are still 
need not quote Mosheim, who more than abundant catholic testimonies that ima< 
ooufinns every word of my text ^^Inaty saints have been canonized. 
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contrary, tliey appeared only as perpetual interces- 
sors, so good-natured and so poweiful, that a sinner was 
more emphatically foolish than he is usually represented 
if he failed to secure himself against any bad conse- 
quences. For a little attention to the saints, and espe- 
cially to the Vii-gin, with due liberality to their servants, 
had saved, he would be told, so many of the most atro- 
cious delinquents, that he might equitably presume upon 
similar luck in his own case. 

This monstrous supei-stition grew to its height in the 
twelfth century. For the advance that learning then 
made was by no means sufficient to counteract the vast 
increase of monasteries, and the opportunities which the 
greater cultivation of modem languages afforded for 
the diffusion of legendary tales. It was now, too, that the 
veneration paid to the Virgin, in early times very great, 
rose to an almost exclusive idolatry. It is difficult to 
conceive the stupid absurdity and the disgusting pro- 
faneness of those stories which were invented by the 
monks to do her honour. A few examples have been 
thrown into a n(jte.“ 


" Le Grand d’Anssy has given ns, in 
the fifth volnine of his Fabliaux, several 
of the religious tales by which the monks 
endeavotired to withdraw the people 
from romances of chivalry. The follow- 
ing specimens will abundantly confirm 
my assertions, which may i)eihaps appear 
har^ and extrav^ant to the reader. 

There was a man whose occupation 
was hi^way robbery ; but whenever he 
set out on any such expedition, he was 
careful to address a prayer to the Virgin. 
Taken at last, he was sentenced to be 
hanged. While the cord was round his 
neck he made his usual prayer, nor was 
it ineffectual. The Virgin supported 
his feet **with her white hands/* and 
thus kept him alive two days, to the no 
small surprise of the executioner, who 
attempted to complete his work with 
strokes of a sword. But the same in- 
visible hand tamed aside the weapon, 
and the executioner was compelled to 
release his victim, a(toowIedging the 
miracle. The thief retired into a mo- 
nastery, which is always the termination 
of these deliverances. 

At the monastery of St. Peter, near 


Cologne, lived a monk perfectly dissolute 
and irreligious, but very devout towards 
the Apostle. Unluckily he died sud- 
denly without confession. The fiends 
came as usual to seize his sonL St. 
Peter, vexed at losing so faithful a votary, 
beson^t God to admit the monk into 
Paradise. His prayer was refused; and 
thou^ the whole body of saints, apos- 
tles, angels, and martyrs joined at bis 
request to make interest, it was of no 
avail. In this extremity he had recourse 
to the Mother of God. « Fair lady,” he 
said, “my monk is lost if you do not 
interfere for him ; hut what is impossible 
for ns will be but sport to you, if you 
please to assist us. Your Son, if yon but 
speak a word, must yield, smee it is in 
your power to command him.” The 
Queen Mother assented, and, followed by 
all the virgins, moved towards her Son. 
He who had himself given t-se precept, 
Honour thy father and thy mother, no 
soonfr saw his own parent approach 
he rose to receive her; and taking 
her hy the hand inquired her wishes. 
The rest may he ea^y coqjoctured. 
Compare the gross stupidity, or rathe? 
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Wlietlier ihe superstition of these dark ages had 
actually passed that point when it becomes 
more injurious to public morals and the welfare ^together 
of society than the entire absence of all religi 
ous notions is a very complex question, upon 
which I would by no means pronounce an affirmative 
decision.® A salutary influence, breathed from the spirit 
of a more genuine religion, often displayed itself among 
the corruptions of a degenerate superstition. In the 
original principles of monastic orders, and the rules by 
which they ought at least to have been governed, there 
was a character of meekness, self-denial, and charity that 


the atrocious impiety of this tale, with 
the pure theism of the Arabian Nights, 
and judge whether the Deiiy was better 
worshipped at Cologne or at Bagdad. 

It is unnecessary to multiply instances 
of this kind. In one tale the Vi^^in 
takes the shape of a nun, who had 
eloped firom the convent, and performs 
her duties ten years, tUl, tired of a Uher- 
tine life, die returns unsuspected. This 
was in consideration of her having never 
omitted to say an Ave as she jiassed the 
Virgin’s image. In another, a gentle- 
man, in love with a handsome widow, 
consents, at the instigation of a sorcerer, 
to renounce God and the saints, hut 
cannot he persuaded to give up the 
Virgin, weU knowing that if he kept 
her his friend he should obtain pardon 
through her means. Accordingly she in- 
spired his mistress with so much passion 
that he married her within a few days. 

These tales, it may be said, were the 
production of ignorant men, and dicn- 
lated among the popnlace. Cmiainly 
they would have excited contempt and 
indignation in the more enh^tened 
(dergy. But I am concerned with the 
general character of religious notions 
among the people; and for this it is 
better to take snch popular compositions, 
adapted to what the laity already be- 
lieved. than the writings of comparatively 
learned and reflecting men. However, 
stories of the same cast are frequent in 
the monki^ historians. Matthew Paris, 
one of the most respectable of tbaj class, 
and no friend to the covetousness or re- 
laxed lives of the priesthood, teUs ns of a 
knight who was on the point of being 
damned for freqnenting tonnuunentsi, hut 


saved by a donation he had formerly 
made to the Virgin, p. 290. 

® This hesitation about so important 
a question is what I would by no means 
repeat. Beyond every doubt, the evils of 
superstition in the middle ages, though 
separately considered very serious, are 
not to be weired against the benefits of 
the religion with which they were so 
mingled. The fadiion of the el^teenth 
century, among protestants especially, 
was to exa^rate the crimes and follies 
of mediaeval ages— perhaps I have fallen 
into it a little too mudi ; in the present 
we seem more in danger of extenuating 
them. We still want an inflexible impar- 
tiality in all that borders on ecclesiastical 
history, which, I believe, has never been 
displayed on an extensive scale. A more 
captivating hook can hardly he named 
than the Mores Cathollci of Mr. Dighy ; 
and it contains certainly a great deal of 
truth ; but the general effect is that of a 
mirage, whidi confuses and deludes the 
sight If those ages of faith ” were as 
noble, as pure, as full of human kindness, 
as he has delineated them, we have had 
a had exchange in the centuries since the 
Beformation. And those who gaze at 
Mr. Digby's enchantments win do well 
to consider how they can better escape 
this consequence than he has done. Dr. 
Maitlaud’s Letters on the Dark Ages, 
and a great deal more that comes &om 
the pseudo- Anglican or Anglo-catholic 
press, converge to the same end ; a stmng 
sympathy with the mediaeval churcn, a 
great indulgence to its errors, and indeed 
a reluctance to admit them, with a corre- 
sponding estrangement from all that has 
passed in the last three centuries. "ISIS.' 
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cotild not wholly be effaced. Tbo-'^e -virtues, rather than 
justice and veracity, were inculcated by the religious 
ethics of the middle ages ; and in the relief of indigence 
it may, upon the^ whole, be asserted that the monks did 
not faU short of their profession.^ This eleemosynary 
spirit indeed remarkably distinguishes both Christianity 
and Mohammedism from the moral systems of Greece and 
Rome, which were very deficient in general humanity 
and sympathy with suffering. Nor do we find in any 
single instance during ancient times, if I mistake not, 
those public institutions for the alleviation of human 
miseries which have long been scattered over every part 
of Europe. The virtues of the monks assumed a still 
higher character when they stood forward as protectors 
of -the oppressed. By an established law, founded on 
very ancient superstition, the precincts of a church 
afforded sanctuary to accused persons. Under a due 
administration of justice this privilege would have been 
simply and constantly mischievous, as we properly con- 
sider it to be in those countries where it still subsists. 
But in the rapine and tumult of the middle ages the right 
of sanc-tuary might as often be a shield to innocence as an 
imm-unity to crime. Wo can hardly regret, in reflecting 
on the desolating violence which prevailed, that there 
should have been some green spots in the wilderness 
where the feeble and the persecuted could find refuge. 
How must this right have enhanced the veneration for 
religious institutions ! How gladly must the victuns of 
internal warfare have turned their eyes from the baronial 
castle, the dread and scourge of the neighbourhood, to 
those venerable walls within which not even the clamour 
of arms could be heard to disturb the chant of holy men 
and the sacred service of -the altar ! The protection of 


P I am inclined to acquiesce in this 
general opinion; yet an account of ex- 
penses at Bolton Abbey, about the reign 
of Edward IT., pnbli^ed in Whitaker's 
History of Craven, p. 51, makes a very 
scanty show of almsgiving in this opn- 
lent monastery. Much, however, was 
00 doubt given in victnfds. But it is a 
strange error to conceive that English 
monasteries before the dissolution fed the 
indigent part of the nation, and gave that 
general relief which Uie poor-laws are 


intended to aSbrd. 

Piers Plowman is indeed a satirist; but 
he plainly charges the monks with want 
of charity. 

Little had lordes to do to give landes 
from their heires 

To religions that have no mthe thou^ 
it raifte on their anltres ; 

Xn many places there tibte parsons be 
themself at ease. 

Of me poor they have no pitie and that 
is their poor chaxitEe. 
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the sanctnary was never witlilield. A son of Chilperio 
Hng; of France having fled to that of Tonrs, his father 
threatened to ravage all the lands of the church unless 
they gave him np. Gregory the historian, bishop of thr. 
city, replied in the name of his clergy that Christians 
could not be guilty of an act unheard of among pagans. 
The king was as good as his word, and did not spare the 
estate of the church, but dared not infringe its privileges. 
He had indeed previously addressed a letter to St. 
Martin, which was laid on his tomb in the church, 
requesting permission to take away his son by force ; but 
the honest saint returned no answer.** 

The virtues indeed, or supposed virtues, which had 
induced a credulous generation to enrich so yicesotihe 
many of the monastic orders, were not long monies and 
preserved. We must reject, in the excess of 
our candour, aU testimonies that the middle ages present, 
from the solemn declaration of councils and reports of 
judicial inquiry to the casual evidence of common fame 
in the ballad or romance, if we would extenuate the 
general corruption of those institutions. In vain new 
rules of discipline were devised, or the old corrected by 
reforms. Many of their worst vices grew so naturally 
out of their mode of life, that a stricter discipline could 
have no tendency to extirpate them. Such were the 
frauds I have already noticed, and the whole scheme of 
hypocritical austerities. Their extreme licentiousness 
was sometimes hardly concealed by the cowl of sanctity. 
I know not by what right we should disbelieve the 
reports of the visitation under Henry YIH., entering as 
they do into a multitude of specific charges both probable 
in their nature and consonant to the unanimous opinion 
of the world ' Doubtless there were many communities, 
as well as individuals, to whom none of these reproaches 

q Schmidt, Hist des Allemands, t, i. Veneris execranda prostibxila, sed lasd- 
p. 374. Tornm et impudiconxm jnvenmn ad libi- 

^ See Eosbiooke’s British Honachism dines explendas receptacnla? nt idem sit 
(toI. i, p. J27, and voL ii. p. 8) for a hodie puellam vdare, quod et puhlich ad 
farrago of evidence a^dnst the monks, scortandmn exponere. William Prynne, 
Glemangis, a French theologian of con- from whose recordte (voL ii. p. 229) I 
siderable eminence at the beginning of have taken this pass^, quotes it on 
the fifteenth century, speaks of nttoncries occasion of a charter of king John, banidi* 
in the following terms: — Quid aliud sunt ing thirty nuns of Ambreshuxy into 
hoc tempore pnellamm monasteria, nisi different convents, propter vitse sizs tor 
'lusedam non dice Dei sanctuaria, sed pitudinem. 
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would apply. In the very best view, however, that can 
be taken of monasteries, their existence is deeply injurious 
to the general morals of a nation. They withdraw men 
of pure conduct and conscientious principles from the 
exercise of social duties, and leave the common mass of 
human vice more unmixed. Such men are always 
inclined to form schemes of ascetic perfection, which can 
only be fulfilled in retirement ; but in the strict rules of 
monastic life, and under the influence of a grovelling 
superstition, their virtue lost all its usefulness. They 
feu implicitly into the snares of crafty priests, who made 
submission to the church not only the condition but the 
measure of all praise. “He is a good Christian,” says 
Eligius, a saint of the seventh century, “who comes 
frequently to church ; who presents an oblation that it 
may be oifered to God on the altar ; who does not taste 
the fruits of his land till he has consecrated a part of them 
to God ; who can repeat the Creed or the Lord^s Prayer. 
Redeem your souls from punishment while it is in your 
power; offer presents and tithes to churches, light 
candles in holy places,- as much as you can afford, come 
more frequently to church, implore the protection of the 
saints ; for, if you observe these things, you may come 
with security at the day of judgment to say, Give unto 
us, Lord, for we have given unto thee.” * 

* Mosheim, cent. viL c. 3. Eobertson Maclaine, mistook tliis, and wrote, in 
bas quoted this passage, to whom per- consequence, the severe note which Eo* 
haps I am immediately indebted for it bertson has copied. 1 have seen the 
Hist Charles V., vol, i. note 11, whole passage in d’Acbsty^s Spicilegium 

I leave this passage aa it stood in (vol. v. p. 213, 4to. edit.), and can testify 
former editions. But it is due to justice that Dr. Lingard is perfectly correct 
that this extract from Eligius ^ould Upon the whole, this is a striking proof 
never be quoted in future, as the trans- how dangerous it is to take any author 
lator of Mosheim has induced Eobertson rities at second-hand.— JVote to Fomfk 
find many others, as well as myself, to do. SditUm. Much clamour has been made 
Dr. Lingard has pointed out that it is a about the mistake of Maclaine, which was 
very imperfect representation of what innocent and not unnatural. It has been 
Eligius has written; for though he has commented upon, particularly by Dr. 
dwelled on these devotional practices as Arnold, as a proof of the ri&k we run of 
parts of the definition of a good Christian, misrepresenting authors by quoting them 
he certainly adds a great deal more to at second-hand. And this is perfectly 
which no one could object Tec no one true, and ought to be constantly remem- 
is, in fact, to blame for this misrepre- bered. But, so long as we acknowledge 
sentation. which, being contained in the immediate source of our quotation, 
popular books, bas gone forth so widely, no censure is due, since in works of o<m- 
Mo^eim, as appear on referring to siderabfis extent this nse of secondary 
ftfm, did not quote the passage as con authorities is absolntelyindispensalde,nof 
a complete definitiou of the to mention the firequent difSculfy of pro- 
COitistian character His tramiiator, curing accf ss to original Authors. [I843i 
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With such a definition of the Christian character, it is 
not surprising that any fraud and injustice became 
honourable when it contributed to the riches of the 
clergy and glory of their order. Their frauds, however, 
were less atrocious than tiie savage bigotry with which 
they maintained their own system and infected ihe laity. 
In Saxony, Poland, Lithuania, and the countries on the 
Baltic Sea, a sanguinaiy persecution extirpated the 
original idolatry. The J ews were everywhere tiie objects 
of popular insult and oppression, frequently of a general 
massacre, though protected, it must be confessed, by the 
laws of the church, as well as in general by temporal 
princes.* Of the crusades it is only necessary to repeat 
that they began in a tremendous eruption of fanaticism, 
and ceased only because that spirit could not be con- 
stantly kept alive. A similar influence produced the 
devastation of Languedoc, the stakes and scaffolds of the 
Inquisition, and rooted in the religious theory of Europe 
those TYifl-TiTUR of intolerance which it has so slowly, and 
still perhaps so imperfectly, renounced. 

Prom no other cause are the dictates of soimd reason 
and the moral sense of mankind more confused than by 
this narrow theological bigotry. For as it must often 
happen that men to whom Sie arrogance of a prevailing 
faction imputes religious error are exemplary for their 
performance of moral duties, these virtues gradually cease 
to make their proper impression, and are depreciated by 
the rigidly orthodox as of little value in comparison with 
just opinions in speculative points. On the other hand, 
vices are forgiven to those who are zealous in the faith. 
I speak too gently, and with a view to later times ; in 
treating of the dark ages it would be more correct to say 
that crimes were commended. Thus Gregory of Tourg, 
a saint of the church, after relating a most atrocious stor}’’ 


* Mr. Turner has collected loaiiy curious 
facts relatire to the condition of the 
Jews, e^edaily in England. Hist of 
England, voL ii. p. 95. Others may be 
found dispersed in Yelly"s History of 
France; and many in the Spanish writers, 
Mariana and Znrita. The followings axe 
ftmu Vaissette’s History of Languedoc. 
It was the custom at Toulouse to give a 
slow on the fece to a Jew every Easter; 
this was commuted in the twelfth cen* 

YOU nu 


tniy for a tribute, t it p. 161. At 
Beziers another usage prevailed, that of 
attacking the Jews’ houses with stones 
from Palm Sunday to Easter. No other 
weapon was to be used ; but it generally 
produced bloodshed. The populace were 
regularly instigated to the assault by a 
sermon from the hi^op. At length a 
prelate wiser than the rest aboli^ed this 
ancient practice, but not without reoHIv 
ing a good sum from tbe Jews. p. 4iib, 
X 



300 


COMMlTT\TrON OF PEjJTANCES. Chap. IX. Part I 


of Clovis — ^the mm*der of a prince wliom he had previously 
instigated to parricide — continues the sentence : Foi 
G-od daily subdued his enemies to his hand, and increased 
his kingdom ; because he walked before him in upright- 
ness, and did what was pleasing in his eyes.’’ " 

It is a frequent complaint of ecclesiastical writers 
Commuta- ligorous penances imposed by the 

primitive canons upon delinquents were com- 
muted in a laxer state of discipline for less 
severe atonements, and ultimately indeed for money.* 
We must not, however, regret that the clergy should 
have lost the power of compelling men to abstain fifteen 
years from eating meat, or to stand exposed to public 
derision at the gates of a church. Such implicit sub- 
missiveness could only have produced superstition and 
hypocrisy among the laity, and prepared the road for a 
tyranny not less oppressive than that of India or ancient 
Egypt. Indeed the two earliest instances of ecclesiastical 
interference with the rights of sovereigns — ^namely, the 
deposition of Wamba in Spain and that of Louis the 
Debonair — ^were founded upon this austere system of 
penitence. But it is true that a repentance redeemed by 
money or performed by a substitute could have no salu- 
tary effect on the sinner; and some of the modes of 
atonement which the church most approved were parti- 
cularly hostile to public morals. None was so usual as 
pilgrimage, whether to Jerusalem or Eome, which were 
the great objects of devotion ; or to the shrine of some 
national saint — a James of Compostella, a David, or a 
Thomas k Becket. This licensed vagrancy was naturally 

“ Greg. Tut. 1. ii. c. 40. Of Theode- cheat him of an estate, which is told with 
hert, grandson of Clovis, the same his- mnch approbation. Gale, Script An^c. 
torian says. Magnum se et in onmi tip. 441. Walter de Hemingford 
bonitate prsecipnimi reddidit In the reconnts with excessive delight the 
next paragraph we find a story of his well-known story of the Jews who were 
having two wives, and looking so ten- persuaded by the captain of their vessei 
derly on the daughter of one of them, to walk on the sands at low water, till 
that her mother tossed her over a bridge the rising tide drowned them ; and adds 
into the river. L iii. c. 25. This indeed that the captain was both pardoned and 
is a trifie to the passage in the text, rewarded for it by the Idng, gratiam 
There are continual proofe of immorality promeruit et pnemium. This is a mis- 
in the monkirii historians. In the history take, inasmuch as he was hanged ; but it 
of Bamsey Abbey, one of our best do- e^bits the character of the historian 
coments for Anglo-Saxon times, we have Honingford, p. 21. 

«n anecdote of a bishop who made a * Reuiy, Troiabme DIscouts ot. 1 
Oanish nobl^nan drunk, that he mi^t rHistoire Eccl^astique. 
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productive of dissoluteness, especially among the women. 
Our ladies, in their zeal to obtain the spiritual 

treasures of Eome, are said to have relaxed the necessary 
caution about one that was in their own custody/ There 
is a capitulary of Charlemagne directed against itinerant 
penitents, who probably considered the iron chain around 
their necks an expiation of future as well as past 
offences/ 

The crusades may be considered as martial pilgrimages 
on an enormous scale, and their influence upon general 
moralit}" seems to have been altogether pernicious. Those 
who served under the cross would not indeed have lived 
very virtuously at home ; but the confidence in their own 
merits, which the principle of such expeditions inspired, 
must have aggravated tlie ferocity and dissoluteness of 
their ancient habits. Several historians attest the de- 
pravation of morals which existed both among the cm 
saders and in the states formed out of their conquests.*" 

While religion had thus lost almost every quality that 
renders it conducive to the good order of so- want of 
ciety, the control of human law was still less 
efficacious. But this part of my subject has been antici- 
pated in other passages of the present work ; and I shall 
only glance at the want of re^ar subordination, which 
rendered legislative and judicial edicts a dead letter, and 
at the incessant private warfare, rendered legitimate by 
the usages of most continental nations. Such hostilities, 
conducted as they must usually have been with injustice 
and cmelty, could not fail to produce a degree of rapa 
cious ferocity in the general disposition of a people. And 
this certainly was among the characteristics of every 
nation for many centuries. 

It is easy to infer the degradation of society during the 
dark ages from the state of religion and police, negwdaticn 
Certainly there are a few great landmarks of of morals, 
moral distinctions so deeply fixed in human nature, that 
no degree of mdeness can destroy, nor even any super- 


r Henry, Hist, of England, voL it 

* Dn Cange, v. Peregrinatio. Non 
sinantur vagari isti nndi cmn ferro, qni 
dicnnt se datd poenitentil; ire vagantes. 
Velios Tidetnr, nt si aliqnod inconsnetom 


et capitals crimen conuniserlnt, in one 
loco permane an t laborantes et servientes 
et poenitentiam agentes, secundum quod 
canonic^ iis impositum sit 
* L de Vitriaco, in Gesta Dei per 
Francos, t i. ; Villani, L Tit c. 144 , 
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8titioii remoYe tkom. Wherever an extreme corruption 
has in any particular society defaced these sacred arche- 
types that are given to guide and correct the sentiments 
of mankind, it is in the course of Providence that the 
society itself should perish by internal discord or the 
sword of a conqueror. In the worst ages of Europe there 
must have existed the seeds of social virtues, of fidelity, 
gratitude, and disinterestedness, sufficient at least to 
preserve the public approbation of more elevated prin- 
ciples than the public conduct displayed. Without these 
imperishable elements there could have been no restora- 
tion of the moral energies ; nothing upon which reformed 
faith, revived knowledge, renewed law, could exercise 
their nourishing infiuences. But history, which refiects 
only the more prominent features of society, cannot 
exhibit the virtues that were scarcely able to struggle 
through the general depravation. I am aware that a 
tone of exaggerated declamation is at all times usual with 
those who lament the vices of their own time ; and 
writers of the middle ages are in abundant need of allow- 
ance on this score. Nor is it reasonable to found any 
inferences as to the general condition of society on single 
instances of crimes, however atrocious, especially when 
committed under the influence of violent passion. Such 
enormities are the fruit of every age, and none is to be 
measured by them. They make, however, a strong im- 
pression at the moment, and thus find a place in contem- 
porary annals, from which modem writers are commonly 
glad to extract whatever may seem to throw light upon 
manners. *1 shall, therefore, abstain from producing any 
particular cases of dissoluteness or cruelty from the 
records of the middle ages, lest I should weaken a gene- 
ral proposition by offering an imperfect induction to 
support it, and shall content myself with observing that 
times to which men sometimes appeal, as to a golden 
period, were far inferior in every moral comparison to 
tiiose in which we are thrown.^ One crime, as more 

^ Henry has taken pains in drawing a SCalmsbary, vrho does not spare them, 
jdctnre, not very favourable, of Anglo- Their civil history, indeed, and their 
Saxon manners. Book IL chap. I This laws, speak sufficiently against the cha 
perhaps is the best chapter, as the volume racter of that people. But the Noimana 
is the best volume, of his unequal work, had little more to boast of in respect of 
His account of the Anglo-Saxons is de- moral correctness. Their luxurious and 
rived in a great degree from William of dissolute habits are as much noticed as 
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tmiyersal and olxaracteristic than others, may he parti- 
cularly noticed. All writers agree in the prevalence of 
judicial perjury. It seems to have almost invariably 
escaped human punishment ; and the barriers of super- 
stition were in this, as in every other instance, too feeble 
to prevent the commission of crimes. Many of the 
proofs by ordeal were applied to witnesses as well as 
those whom they accused; and undoubtedly trial by 
combat was preserved in a considerable degree on ac- 
count of the difficulty experienced in securing a just 
cause against the peijury of witnesses. Eobert king of 
France, perceiving how frequently men forswore them- 
selves upon the relics of saints, and less shocked appa- 
rently at the crime than at the sacrilege, caused an empty 
reliquary of crystal to be used, that ihose who touched 
it might incur less guilt in fact, though not in intention. 
Such an anecdote characterizes both the man and the 
times.® 

The favourite diversions of the middle ages, in the 
intervals of war, were those of hunting and Love of 
hawking. The former must in all countries be field sports, 
a source of pleasure ; but it seems to have been enjoyed 
in moderation by the Greeks and the Eomans. With 
the northern invaders, however, it was rather a predo- 
minant appetite than an amusement ; it was their pride 
and their ornament, the theme of their songs, the object 
of their laws, and the business of their lives. Falconry, 
unknown as a diversion to the ancients, became from the 
fourth century an equally delightful occupation.*^ From 
the Salic and other barbarous codes of the fifth century 
to the close of the period under oiu: review, every age 
would furnish testimony to the ruling passion for these 
two species of chaoe, or, as they were sometimes called, 

their insolence. Vid. Orderictu VitaOis, It has been observed, that Quid mores 
p. 602 ; J ohaniL Saiisbnriensis Policrati- sine l^bus ? is as just a question as that 
cns, p. 194; Velly. Hist, de France, t. iiL of Horace; and that bad laws must 
p. 59. The state of manners in France produce bad morals. The strange prao 
under the first two races of kings, and in tice of requiring numerous compurgators 
Italy both under the Lombards and the to prove the innocence of an accused 
subsequent dynasties, may be collects person had a most obvious tendency to 
firom tbrdir histories, their laws, and those increase peijnry. 
mi sce ll aneous facts which hooks of bveiy 4 Muratori, Dissert. 23, t L p. 30C 

description contain. Neither Velly, nor (Italian); Beckman's Hist, of luven- 
Muiatori, Dissert. 23, are so satisfactory tions, voL i. p. 319 ; Vie privde des 
•s we mi^t desire; Fraufais, t. ii. p. 1. 

'' Velly, Hist, de France, t,iL p 335. 
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the mysteries of woods and rivers. A knight seldom 
stirred from his house without a falcon on his wrist or a 
greyhound that followed him. Thus are Harold and his 
Attendants represented, in the famous tapestry of Bayeux. 
And in the monuments of those who died anywhere hut 
on the field of battle, it is usual to find the greyhound 
lying at their feet, or the bird upon their wrists. Nor 
are the tombs of ladies without their falcon; for this 
diversion, being of less danger and fatigue than the 
chace, was shared by the delicate sex.® 

It was impossible to repress the eagerness with which 
the clergy, especially after the barbarians were tempted 
by rich bishoprics to take upon them the sacred fiinc- 
tions, rushed into these secular amusements. Prohibitions 
of councils, however frequently repeated, produced little 
effect. In some instances a particular monastery obtained 
a dispensation. Thus that of St. Denis, in 774, repre- 
sented to Charlemagne that the flesh of hunted animals 
was salutary for sick monks, and that their skins would 
serve to bind the books in the library.^ Eeasons equally 
cogent, we may presume, could not be wanting in every 
other case. As the bishops and abbots were perfectly 
feudal lords, and often did not scruple to lead their 
vassals into the field, it was not to be expected that they 
should debar themselves of an innocent pastime. It was 
hardly such indeed, when practised at the expense of 
others, Alexander HI., by a letter to the clergy of 
Berkshire, dispenses wilh Iheir keeping the archdeacon 
in dogs and hawks during his visitation.® This season 
gave jovial ecclesiastics an opportunity of trying different 
countries. An archbishop of York, in 1321, seems to 
have carried a train of two hundred persons, who were 
maintained at the expense of the abbeys on his road, and 
to have hunted wiih a pack of hoxmds from parish to 
parish.^ The third council of Lateran, in 1180, had pro- 
hibited this amusement on such journeys, and restricted 
bishops to a train of forty or fifty horses.* 

Though hunting had ceased to be a necessary means 
of procuring food, it was a very convenient resource, on 

u 

® Vie priv€e des Franfais, t i. p. 320 ; Whitaker^s Hist of Craven, p. 346, 

t it. p. 11 and of Whalley. p. lYl. 

f Ibid. tip. 324. * Velly, Hist Je France, t Qi p. 

S Eymer, t i p. 61 236. 
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wldoli tlie wliolesomeness and comfort, as well as tke 
Inrury, of the table depended. Before tke natural pas- 
tures were improved, and new kinds of fodder for cattle 
discovered, it was impossible to maintain Ike summer 
stock during tke cold season. Hence a portion of it was 
regularly slaugktered and salted for winter provision. 
We may suppose tkat, wken no alternative was offered 
but tkese salted meats, even tke leanest venison was 
devoured witk relisk. Tkere was somewkat more excuse 
tkerefore for tke severity witk wkick tke lords of forests 
and manors preserved tke beasts of ckace tkan if tkey 
kad been considered as merely objects of sport. Tke 
laws relating to preservation of game were in every 
country uncommonly rigorous. Tkey formed in England 
tkat oddous system of forest laws wkick distin guisked tke 
tyranny of our Norman kings. Capital puniskment for 
killing a stag or wild boar was frequent, and perhaps 
warranted by law, until tke charter of John.’" Tke 
Frenck code was less severe, but even Henry lY. enacted 
tke pain of deatk against tke repeated offence of chasing 
deer in tke royal forests. Tke privilege of hunting was 
reserved to the nobility till tke reign of Louis IX., wka 
extended it in some degree to persons of lower birth.® 
This excessive passion for tke sports of tke field pro- 
duced those evils wkick are apt to result from it — a 
strenuous idleness wkick disdained all useful occupa- 
tions, and an oppressive spirit towards tke peasan^. 
Tke devastation committed under tke pretence of destroy- 
ing wild animals, wkick kad been already protected in 
their depredations, is noticed in serious authors, and has 
also been tke topic of popular ballads.” What effect this 


k John of Salisbury inveighs against 
the game-laws of his age, with an odd 
transition jfrom the Gospd to the Pan- 
dects. Necvcriti sunt iominem pro imft 
bestiolft perdere, qnem nnigentins Dei 
Finns sanguine redexoit sno. Quae fers 
natuxa sunt, et de jure occupantium 
fiuntf slbi audet humanatemeritas vindi- 
care, &c. Polycraticon, p. 18. 

^ Le Grand, Vie privde des Fran^ais, 
t L p. 325. 

" For the injuries which thif people 
sustained from the seigniorial ri^ts of 
thechaoe in the eleventh century, see 
the Eecueil des Historiens, in the valu- 


able preface to the eleventh volume, 
p. 181. This continued to be felt in 
France down to the revolution, to which 
it did not perhaps a little contribute. 
(See Young’s Travels in France.) The 
monstrous privilege of free-warren (mon- 
strous, I mean, wh^ not origtnaUy 
founded upon the property of the soil) is 
recognised by our own laws; though, in 
this age, it is not often that a court and 
jury will sustain its exercise. Sir Walter 
Scott’s ballad of the Wild Huntsman, 
from a German original, is well known ; 
and, I believe, there are several others in 
that country not dis^milar in snl^ect 
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mast have had on agriotilture it is easy to conjecturo. 
The levelling of forests, the draining of morasses, and the 
extirpation of mischievons animals which inhabit them, 
are the first objects of man’s labonr in reclaiming the 
earth to his nse ; and these were forbidden by a landed 
aristocracy, whose control over the progress of agricul- 
tural improvement was unlimited, and who had not yet 
learned to sacrifice their pleasures to their avarice. 

These habits of the rich, and the miserable servitude 
Bad state of those who cultivated the land, rendered its 
agriculture; fertility Unavailing. Predial servitude indeed, 
in some of its modifications, has always been the great 
bar to improvement. In the agricultural economy ol 
Rome the labouring husbandman, a menial slave of some 
wealthy senator, had not even that qualified interest in 
the soil which the tenure of villenage afforded to the 
peasant of feudal ages. Italy, therefore, a country pre- 
senting many natural impediments, was but imperfectly 
reduced into cultivation before the irruption of the bar- 
barians.® That revolution destroyed agriculture with 
»every other art, and succeeding calamities during five or 
.six centuries left the finest regions of Europe unfruitM 
and desolate. There are but two possible modes in which 
the produce of the earth can be increased ; one by ren- 
dering fresh land seiviceable, the other by improving the 
fertility of that which is alre^y cultivated. The last is 
■only attainable by the application of capital and of skill 
to agriculture, neither of which could be expected in the 
ruder ages of society. The former is, to a certain extent, 
always practicable while waste lands remain; but it was 
checked by laws hostile to improvement, such as the 
manerial and commonable rights in England, and by the 
general tone of manners. 

Tin the reign of Charlemagne there were no towns in 
Germany, except a few that had been erected on the 
Rhine and Danube by the Romans. A house with its 
stables and farm-buildings, surrounded by a hedge or 
enclosure, was called a court, or, as we find it in our 
law-books, a curtilage ; the toft or homestead of a more 
genuine English dialect. One of these, with the adja- 

® Mmatorl, Dissert. 21. This ais- least in the northern parts, both before tlw 
tertation ample evidence of the irruption of the barbarians, and, in amucb 

wretched state of cultcre is Italy, at greater degree, under the Lombard kingi 
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cent domain of arable fields and woods, bad the name of 
a Tilla or manse. Several manses composed a march ; 
and several marches formed a pagus or district,^ From 
these elements in the progress of population arose vil- 
lages and towns. In France undoubtedly there were 
always cities of some importance. Country parishes 
contained several manses or farms of arable land, around 
a common pasture, where every one was bound by 
custom to feed his cattle.** 

The condition even of internal trade was hardly pre- 
ferable to that of agriculture. There is not of internal 
a vestige perhaps to be discovered for several 
centuries of any considerable manufacture ; I mean, of 
working up airicles of common utility to an extent 
beyond what the necessities of an adjacent disriict 
required.' Eich men kept domestic artisans among their 
servants ; even kings, in the ninth century, had their 
clothes made by the women upon their farms ;• but the 
peasantry must have been supplied with garments and 
implements of labour by purch^e ; and every town, it 
cannot be doubted, had its weaver, its smith, and its 
currier. But there were almost insuperable impedi- 
ments to any extended traffic — the insecurity of moveable 
wealth, and difficulty of accumulating it ; the ignorance 
of mutual wants; the peril of robbery in conveying 
merchandise, and the certainty of extortion. In the 
domains of every lord a toll was to be paid in passing 
his bridge, or along his highway, or at his market.^ 


? Schmidt, Hist, des Allem. t i 
p. 408. The following passage seems to 
illustrate Schmidt’s account of Oerman 
Tillages in the ninth century, thong^ 
relating to a different age and country. 
“A toft,” says Dr, Whitaker, “is a 
homestead in a village, so called from 
the small tufts of maple, elm, aah, and 
other wood, with which dwelling-houses 
were anciently overhung. Even now it 
is impossible to enter Craven without 
oeing struck with the insulated home- 
steads, surrounded by their little garths, 
and overhung with tufts of trees. These 
are the genidne tofts and crofts ^of our 
ancestors, with tne substitution only of 
atone for the wooden crocks and thatched 
roof^ of antignity.” Hist of Craven, 
p.380. 


It is laid down in the Speculum 
SazonicUm, a collection of feudal cus- 
toms which prevailed over most of Ger- 
many, that no one mig^t have a separate 
pasture for his cattle unless he XMMsesscd 
three mansL Du Cange, v.Kansns. There 
seems to have been a price paid, I sqp- 
pose to the lord, for agistment in the 
common pasture. 

The only mention of a manufacture, 
as early as the ninth or tenth centuries, 
that I remember to have met with, is In 
Schmidt, t. iL p. 146, who says that 
cloths were exported from Friesland to 
England and other parts. He quotes no 
authority, but 1 am satisfied that be baa 
not advanced the fact gratuitously. 

* Schmidt, t L p. 411 ; t. ii. p. 146' 
t Du Cange, Pedaginm, Pm aticuoii 


« 
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TtLese CTistoms, equitable and necessary in tbeii prin- 
ciple, became in practice oppressive, because they were 
arbitrary, and renewed in every petty territory which 
the road^ might intersect. Several of Charlemagne’s 
capitularies repeat complaints of these exactions, and 
endeavour to abolish such tolls as were not founded on 
prescription,” One of them rather amusingly illustrates 
the modesty and moderation of the landholders. It is 
enacted that no one shall be compelled to go out of 
his way in order to pay toll at a particular bridge, when 
he can cross the river more conveniently at another 
place * These provisions, like most others of that age, 
were unlikely to produce much amendment. It was 
only the milder species, however, of feudal lords who 
were content with the tribute of merchants. The more 
ravenous descended fi-om their fortresses to pillage tl j 
wealthy traveller, or shared in the spoil of inferior 
plunderers, whom they both protected and instigated. 
Proofs occur, even in the later periods of the middle 
ages, when government had regained its energy, and 
civilization had made considerable progi*ess, of public 
robberies systematically perpetrated by men of noble 
rank. In the more savage times, before the twelfth 
century, they were probably too frequent to excite much 
attention. It was a custom in some places to waylay 
travellers, and not only to plunder, but to sell them as 
slaves, or compel them to pay a ransom. Harold son of 
Godwin, having been wrecked on the coast of Ponthieu, 
was imprisoned by the lord, says an historian, according 
to the custom of that territory.^ Germany appears to 
have been, upon the whole, the country where down- 
right robbery was most unscrupulously practised by the 
great. Their castles, erected on almost inaccessible 
heights among the woods, became the secure receptacles 
of predatory bands, who spread terror over the country. 
From these barbarian lords of the dark ages, as from a 
living model, the romances are said to have drawn 
their giants and other disloyal enemies of true chivalry. 

Tdonetun, Mercatxun, Stalla^mn, Las- diosins iUndflimien transire potest p. 'ir 64 
tagitxm, && et alibt 

“ Baltiz. Capit p. 621 et alibi. y Eadmer apud luecraeil des Historiens 

* Ut nulltis cogatur ad pontem ire ad des Gaoles, t xi. prelkce, p. 192. Pro 
flnvimn traDseondTim propter telonei lita illins loci, a dozoinoterrse captivitati 
fiansas enuuodo ille in alio loco compen- addicitor. 
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Bobbeiy, indeed, is ilie constant theme both of the 
Capitularies and of the Anglo-Saxon laws ; one has more 
reason to wonder at the intrepid thirst of lucre, which 
induced a very few merchants to exchange the products 
of different regions, than to ask why no general spirit of 
commercial activity prevailed. 

Under all these circumstances it is obvious that very 
little oriental commerce could have existed in 
these western countries of Europe. Destitute forei^ 
as they have been created, speahing oompara- 
tively, of natural productions fit for exportation, their 
invention and industry are the great resources from 
which they can supply the demands of the East. 
Before any manufactures were established in Europe, 
her commercial intercoume with Egypt and Asia must 
of necessity have been very trifling ; because, whatever 
inclination she might feel to enjoy the luxuries of those 
genial regions, she wanted the means of obtaining them. 
It is not therefore necessary to rest the miserable con- 
dition of oriental co mm erce upon the Saracen conquests, 
because the poverty of Europe is an adequate cause ; 
and, in fact, what little trafGLo remained was canied on 
with no material inconvenience through the channel of 
Constantinople. Tenice took the lead in trading with 
Greece and more eastern countries.* Amalfi h^ the 
second place in the commerce of those dark ages. These 
cities imported, besides natural productions, the £me 
clothes of Constantinople; yet as this traffiic seems to 
have been illicit, it was not probably extensive.^ Their 
exports were gold and silver, by which, as none was 
likely to return, the circulating money of Europe was’ 
probably less in the eleventh century than at the sub- 


* Heeren has frequently referred to a 
work publidied in 1789, by MaWni, in- 
titled. Storia dTile e politaca del Com* 
merzio de’ Yenezianl, which casts a new 
li^it upon the early relations of Venice 
with the East. Of this book I know 
nothing; but a memoir by ide Guignes, 
In the thirty-seventh volume of the 
Academy of Inscriptions, on the com- 
merce of France with the East before 
the cnisades, is singularly miproduo- 
Uve ; the fault of the suliject, not of the 
author. 

There is an odd passage in Lnit- 


prand’s relation of his embassy from the 
Emperor Otho to Nicephbrus Phocas. 
The Greeks making a display of their 
dress, he told them that in Lombardy, 
the common people wore as good clothes 
as they. How, they said, can you pro- 
cure them ? 'Through the Venetian and 
Amalfi tan dealers^ he replied, who gain 
their subsistence by selling Uiem to ns. 
The foolish Greeks were very angry, and 
declared that any dealer presnmii^ to 
export theirfine clothes should be flowed. 
Luitprandi Opera, p. 166, edit Antwerp 
1640. 
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version, of the Eoman empire ; furs, wliicli were obtained 
from the Sclavonian countries; and arms, the sale oi 
which to pagans or Saracens was vainly prohibited by 
Charlemagne and by the Holy See.^ A more scandalous 
traffic, and one that still more fitly called for prohibitory 
laws, was carried on in slaves. It is an humiliating 
proof of the degradation of Christendom, that the Vene- 
tians were reduced to purchase the luxuries of Asia by 
supplying the slave-market of the Saracens.® Their 
apology would perhaps have been, that these were 
purchased from their heathen neighbours ; but a slave- 
dealer was probably not very inquisitive as to the faith 
or origin of his victim. This trade was not peculiar to 
Venice. In England it was very common, even after 
the Conquest, to export slaves to Ireland, till, in the 
reign of Henry H., the Irish came to a non-importation 
agreement, which put a stop to the practice.*^ 

From this state of degradation and poverty all the 
countries of Europe have recovered, wilh a progression 
in some respects tolerably uniform, in others more un- 
equal; and the course of their improvement, more 
gradual and less dependent upon conspicuoxis civil re- 
volutions than their decline, affords one of the most 
interesting subjects into which a philosophical mind can 
inquire. The commencement of this restoration has 
usually been dated from about the close of the eleventh 
century; though it is unnecessary to observe that the 


^ Baluz. Capital p, 775. One of the 
main advantages which the Christian 
nations possessed over the Saracens was 
the coat of mail, and other defensive 
armour; so that this prohibition was 
founded upon very good political reasons. 

' Schmidt, Hist, des AUenu t. iL 
p 146; Heeren, snr Tlnflnence des 
C^oisades, p. 316. In Balnze we find a 
law of Carioman, brother to Charle- 
magne; T7t mandpia Christiana paganis 
non vendantor. Capitularia, tip. ISO, 
vide quoque, p. 361. 

d William of Malmsbury accnses the 
Anglo-Saxon nobility of selling their 
female servants, even when pregnant by 
them, as slaves to foreigners, p. 102. I 
hope there were not many of these Yari- 
ooes; and diould not perhaps have given 
credit to an historian rather prey'adiced 


against the English, if 1 had not found 
too much authority for the general prac- 
tice. In the canons of a council at 
London in 1102 we read, Let no one 
fixnn henceforth presume to cany on that 
wicked traffic by which men of England 
have hitherto been sold like brute aid- 
mals. Wilkins's Concilia, ti. p.383 
And Giraldos Cambimisis says that ih* 
English before the Conquest were gene- 
rally in the habit of sellmg their children 
and other relations to be slaves in Ire- 
land, without having even the pretext of 
distress or fiunine, till the Irish, in a 
national synod, agreed to emandpate all 
the EngHsb slaves in the kingdom. Id. 
p. 471. This seems to have been de- 
signed to take away all pretext for tbo 
threatened invasion of Henry H Lyt- 
telton, voL iii. p. 70. 


f' 
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subject does not admit of anything approximating to 
chronological accuracy. It may, therefore, be some- 
times not improper to distinguish the first six of the ten 
centuries which the present work embraces under the 
appellation of the dark ages ; an epithet which I do not 
extend to the twelfth and three foILowing. In tracing 
the decline of society from the subversion of the Eoman 
empire, we have been led, not without connexion, from 
ignorance to superstition, from superstition to vice and 
lawlessness, and from thence to general rudeness and 
poverty. I shall pursue an inverted order in passing 
along the ascending scale, and class the various im- 
provements which took place between the twelfth and 
fifteenth centuries under three principal heads, as they 
relate to the wealth, the manners, or the t^te and 
learning of Europe. Different arrangements might pro- 
bably be suggested, equally natural and convenient; 
but in the disposition of topics that have not always 
an unbroken connexion with each other, no method can 
be prescribed as absolutely more scientific than the 
rest. That which I have adopted appears to me as 
philosophical and as little liable to trs^iticns m any 
other. 



S16 


WOOLLEN MANUFACTUEE Chap. IX. Part II 


PAKT II. 


Pi ogrsjES of Commercial Improvement in Germany, Flanders, and England — in the 
North of Europe — in the Countries upon the Mediterranean Sea — Maritime 
Laws — Usury — Banking Companies — Progress of Kefinement in Manners — 
Domestic Architecture — Ecclesiastical Architecture — State of Agriculture 
in England ■— Value of Money — Improvement of the Moral Character of 
Society — its Causes — Police — Changes in Religious Opinion — Various Sects 
— - Chivalry — its Progress, Character, and Influence — Causes of the Intellectual 
Improvement of European Society — i. The Study of Civil Law — 2. Institution 
of Universities — their Celebrity — Scholastic Philosophy — 3. Cultivation of 
Modem Languages — Proven 9 al Poets ~ Norman Poets ~ French Prose Writers 
— Italian — early Poets in that Language — Dante — Petrarch — En glish Lan- 
guage — its Progress — Chaucer — 4. Revival of Classical Learning — Latin 
Writers of the Twelfth Century — Literature of the Fourteenth Century — Greek 
Literature — its Restoration in Italy — Invention of Printing. 


The geograpHoal position of Europe naturally divides its 
European maritime commerce into two principal regions — 
commerce, one compreliending those countries which bor 
der on the Baltic, the German and the Atlantic oceans ; 
another, those situated around the Mediterranean Sea. 
During the four centuries which preceded the discovery 
of America, and especially the two former of them, this 
separation was more remarkable than at present, inasmuch 
as their intercourse, either hy land or sea, was extremely 
limited. To the first region belonged the Netherlands, 
the coasts of France, Germany, and Scandinavia, and the 
maritime districts of England. In the second we may 
class the provinces of Valencia and Catalonia, those of 
Provence and Languedoc, and the whole of Italy. 

1. The former, or northern division, was &:st ani- 
mated hy the woollen manufacture of Flanders, 
mmi^- It is not easy either to discover the early be- 
E^ders. account for its rapid 

advancement. The fertility of that province and 
its facilities of interior navigation were donbtless neces- 
sary causes; but there must have been some tempo- 
rary encouragement jfrom the pei^onal character of its 
sovereigns, or other accidental circumstances. Several 
♦•estimonies to the flourishing condition of Flemish 
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maamfactures occtxt in tlie twelfth, century, and some 
miglit perhaps he found even earlier.*^ A WTiter of the 
thirteenth asserts that all the world was clothed from 
English wool wrought in Flanders.^ This, indeed, is an 
exaggerated vaunt ; hut the Flemish stuffs were probably 
sold wherever the sea or a navigable river permitted 
them to be carried. Cologne was the chief trading city 
upon the Ehine ; and its merchants, who had been con- 
siderable even under the emperor Henry IV., established 
a factory at London in 1220. The woollen manufac- 
ture, notwithstanding frequent wars and the impolitic 
regulations of magistrates,® continued to flomish in the 
Netherlands ^or Brabant and Hainault shared it in some 
degree with Flanders), until England became not only 
capable of supplying her own demand, but a rival in all 
the marts of Europe. “ All Christian kingdoms, and 
even the Turks themselves,” says an historian of the 
sixteenth century, “ lamented the desperate war between 
^e Flemish cities and their count Louis, that broke out 
in 1380. For at that time Flanders was a market for the 
traders of all the world. Merchants from seventeen 
kingdoms had their settled domiciles at Bruges, besides 
strangers from almost unknown coimtries who repaired 
thither.” During this war, and on all other occasions, 
the weavers both of Ghent and Bruges distinguished 
themselves by a democratical spirit, the consequence, no 
doubt, of their numbers and prosperity.® Ghent was one 
of the largest cities in Europe, and, in the opinion of 


Macpherson’s Annails of Commerce, 
Yol. L p. 270. Meyer ascribes the origin 
of Flemish trade to Baldwin count of 
Flanders in 958, who established markets 
at Bulges and other cities. Exchanges 
were in that age, he says, chiefly effected 
by barter, little money circulatii^ in 
Flanders. Aimales Flandrici, fol. 18 
(edit 1561). 

Matthew Westmonast apud Mao- 
phersou’s Annals of Commerce, yoL L 
p. 415. 

® Such regulations scared away those 
Flemidi weavers who brou^t their art 
iito England under Edward m. Mao 
pherson, p. 467, 494, 646. Several years 
later the ma^stmtes of Ghent are said 
by M^er (Annales Flandrici, foL 156) 
to have imposed a tax on every loom. 


Thon^ the seditions spirit of the 
Weavers’ Company had perhaps justly 
provoked them, such a tax on their staple 
mannfacture was a piece of madness, 
when English goods were just coining 
into competition. 

d Tend, marique mercatura, rerumque 
commercia et quaestus peribant Non 
solum totius Europse mercatores, verum 
etiam ipsd Turcse aliaeque s^positse na> 
tiones ob helium istud Flandriae magno 
afiddebantor dolore. Erat nempe Flan- 
dria totius prope orbis stabile mercatori- 
bus emporium. Septemdedm regnonun 
negotiatores tom Brugis sua certa habuere 
domidlia ac sedes, prseter complures in- 
cognitas ptene gentes quae nndique coiv 
fluebant. Meyer, fol. 205, ad ann. 1396. 

* Meyer j Froissart; Comines. 
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many, tiie best situated.^ But Bruges, thoiigb in circuit 
but half tbe former, was more splendid in its buildings, 
and the seat of far more trade ; being the great staple 
both for Mediterranean and northern merchandise.* 
Antwerp, which early in the sixteenth century drew 
away a large part of this commerce from Bruges, was not 
considerable in the preceding ages ; nor were the towns 
of Zealand and Holland much noted except for their 
fisheries, though those provinces acquired in the fifteenth 
century some share of the woollen manufacture. 

For the first two centuries after the Conquest our Eng- 
Ex ort of towns, as has been observed in a different 

wooffrom place, made some forward steps towards im- 
Engiand. provemeut, though still very inferior to those 
of the continent. Their commerce was almost confined 
to the exportation of wool, the great staple commodity 
of England, upon which, more than any other, in its 
raw or manufactured state, our wealth has been founded. 
A woollen manufacture, however, indisputably existed 
under Henry 11. it is noticed in regulations of Kich- 
ard I. ; and by liie importation of woad xmder John it 
may be inferred to have still flourished. The disturbances 
of the next reign, perhaps, or the rapid elevation of the 
Flemish towns, retarded its growth, though a remark- 
able law was passed by the Oxford parliament in 1261, 
prohibiting the export of wool and the importation of 
cloth. This, while it shows the deference paid by the 
discontented barons, who predominated in that parlia- 
ment, to their confederates the burghers, was evidently 


f It contained, according to Ludovico 
Guicciardini, 35,000 houses, andthedr> 
coit of its vails vas 45,640 Roman feet 
Description dee Pais Bas, p. 360, kc, 
(edit 1609). Part of this enclosure was 
not built upon. The population of Gh^t 
is reckoned by Guicciardini at 70,000, 
but in his time it had greatly declined. 
It is certainly, however, mudx exag- 
gerated by earlier historians. And 1 
entertain some doubts as to Gnicdar- 
dini’s estimate of the number of bouses. 
If at least he was accurate, more than 
half of the city must since have been 
demolished or become uninhabited, wbidi 
its present appearance does not indicate; 
for Gben^ thou^ not very flourisbiiig. 


by no means presents the decay and di- 
lapidation of several Italian towns. 

8 Guicciardini, p. 362; Mdm. de Co- 
mines, L V. c. 17 ; Meyer, foL 364 ; Mac- 
pberson’s Annals of Commerce, voL L 
p. 647, 661. 

b Blomefield, the historian of Norfolk, 
thinks that a colony of Flemings settled 
as early as this reign at Worsted, a vil- 
lage in that county, and immortalized 
its name by their manu&cture. It soon 
reached Norwich, ihou^notcoxu^icuous 
till the reign of Edward I. mst ol 
Norfolh, voL ii. Macpherson speaks oi 
it for the first time in 1327. There were 
several guilds of weavers In the time oi 
Henry n. lyttelton, voL il. p. 174. 
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too premature to be enforced. We may infer from it, 
however, that cloths were made at home, thcu^n not 
sufaoiently lor the people’s consumption/ 

Prohibitions of die same nature, though with a dif- 
ferent object, were frequently imposed on the trade 
between England and Flanders by Edward I. and his 
son. As their political connexions fluctuated, these 
princes gave full liberty and settlement to the Flemish 
merchants, or banished them at once from the country.^ 
Nothing could be more injurious to England than this 
arbitrary vacillation. The Flem in gs were in every 
respect our natural allies ; but besides those connexions 
with France, the constant enemy of Flanders, into which 
both the Edwards occasionally fell, a mutual alienation 
had been produced by the trade of the former people 
with Scotland, a trade too lucrative to be resigned at 
the king of England’s request." An early instance of 
that conflicting selfishness of belligerents and neutrals, 
which was destined to aggravate the animosities and 
misfortunes of our own time.® 

A more prosperous era began with Edward III., the 
father, as he may almost be called, of English ^ 
commerce, a title not indeed more glorious, but woouen 
by which he may perhaps claim more of our gra- 
titude than as the hero of Crecy. In 1831 he 
took advantage of discontents among the manufacturers 
of Flanders to invite them as settlers into his domi- 
nions.® They brought the finer manufacture of woollen 
cloths, which had been unknown in England. The dis- 
contents alluded to resulted from the monopolizing spirit of 
their corporations, who oppressed all artisans without the 


1 Ma<^lieTsozL*s AimalB of Commerce, 
ToL i. p. 412, from Walter Hemingford. 
1 am considerably indebted to this labo- 
rious and useful publication, which has 
superseded that of Anderson. 

k Rymer, t ii. p. 32, 50, ^37, 249, 965 ; 
t iii. p. 633, 1106, et alibi. 

“ Rymer, t. iiL p. 769. A Flemish 
fiictory was ^tablished at Berwick about 
1286. Macpherson. 

In 1295 Edward 1. made mas4ers of 
neutTEd ships in Engli^ ports find secu- 
rity not to trade with France. Rymer, 
tap. 679. 


® Rymer, t. iv. p. 491, &c. Puller 
draws a notable picture of the induce- 
ments held out to the Flemings. ** Here 
they should feed on fat beef and mutton, 
till nothing but their folness should stint 
their stomachs ; their beds should be good, 
and their bedfellows better, seeing the 
richest yeomen in England would not 
disdain to many their daughters unto 
them, and such the English beauties 
that the most envious foreigners could 
notbut commend them.’* Fuller’s Ghurvd) 
History, quoted in Bbmefield's Hift 
Norfolk. 
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E ale of tiheir conimxiiiity. The history of corporations 
rings home to onr minds one cardinal truth, that political 
institutions have very frequently hut a relative and tem- 
per^ usefulness, and that what forwarded improvement 
dnring one part of its course may prove to it in time a 
most pemicions obstacle. Corporations in England, we 
may be sure, wanted nothing of their usual character ; and 
it cost Edward no little trouble to protect his colonists 
from the selfishness and from the blind nationality of the 
vulgar.^ The emigration of Elenaish weavers into Eng- 
land continued during this reign, and we find it men- 
tioned, at intervals, for more than a century. 

Commerce now became, next to liberty, the leading 
Increase of parliament. For the greater part of 

English our statutes from the accession of Edward III. 
commerce, relation to this subject ; not always well 

devised, or liberal, or consistent, but by no means worse 
in those respects than such as have been enacted in sub- 
sequent ages. The occupation of a merchant became 
honourable ; and, notwithstanding the natural jealousy of 
the two classes, he was placed, in some measui-e, on a foot- 
ing with landed proprietors. By the statute of apparel, 
in 37 Edw. III., merchants and artificers who had five 
hundred pounds value in goods and chattels might use 
the same dress as squires of one hundred pounds a year. 
And those who were worth more than this might dress 
like men of double that estate. Wool was still the prin- 
cipal article of export and source of revenue. Subsidies 
granted by every parliament upon this article were, on 
account of the scarcity of money, commonly taken in 
kind. To prevent evasion of this duty seems to have been 
the principle of those multifarious regulations which fix 
the staple, or market for wool, in certain towns, either 
in England, or, more commonly, on the continent. To 
these ^ wool was to be carried, and the tax was there 
collected. It is not easy, however, to comprehend the 
drift of aU the provisions relating to the staple, many of 
which tend to benefit foreign at the expense of English 
merchants. By degrees the exportation of woollen cloths 
increased so as to diminish that of the raw material, but 
the latter was not absolutely prohibited during the*period 


? Rymer, i; v. p 1ST, 430, 640. 
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nnder review although some restrictions were imposed 
upon it by Edward IV. For a much earlier statute, in 
the 11th of Edward III., making the exportation of wool 
a capital felony, was in its terms provisional, until it 
should be otherwise ordered by the council; and the 
king almost immediately set it aside.^ 

A manufacturing district, as we see in our own coun- 
try, sends out, as it were, suckers into all its 
neighbourhood. Accordingly, the woollen ma- 
nufaoture spread from Flanders along the glance and 
banks of the Ehine and into the northern pro- 
vinces of France.® I am not, however, prepared to trace 
its history in these regions. In Germany the privileges 
conceded by Henry V. to the free cities, and especially 
to their artisans, gave a soul to industry; though the 
central parts of the empire were, for many reasons, very 
ill-calculated for commercial enterprise during the mid- 
dle ages.* But the French towns were never so much 

^ In 1409 woollen cloths formed great Kot ParL t v. p, 275. The exportation 
part of OUT exports, and were extensively of dieep was prohibited in 1338— Eymer, 
used over Spain and Italy. And in 1449, t. v. p. 36 ; and by act of Parliament in 
English cloths having been prohibited by 1425—3 H. VI. c. 2. Bnt this did not 
the dnke of Burgundy, it was enacted prevent onr importing the wool of a 
that, until he should repeal this ordi- foreign country, to otir own loss. It is 
nance, no merchandise of his dominions worthy of notice that wool was 

should be admitted into England. 27 H. superior to any other for fineness during 
VI. c. 1. The system of prohibiting the these ages. Henry IL, in his patent to 
import of foreign wrought goods was the Weavers’ Company, directs that, if 
acted upon veiy extensively ir Edward any weaver mingled l^anish wool with. 
IV .’s reign. English, it should be burned by the lord. 

Stat 11 E. m. c. 1. Blackstone says mayor. Macpherson, p. 382. An English 
that transporting wool out of the king- flock tranqnjrted into Spain about 1348 is 
dom,to the detriment of our staple manu- said to have been the source of the fine 
fjEWsture, was forbidden at common law Spanish wool. Ibid. p. 639. But the 
(voL iv. c. 19), not recollecting that we superiority of English wool, even as late 
had no staple manufactures in the ages as 1438, is proved by the laws of Barce- 
when the common law was formed, and Iona forbidding its adulteration, p. 654. 
that the export of wool was almost the Another exportation of Engli^ sheep to 
only means by which this country pro- Spain took place about 1465, in cons6- 
cnred silver, or any other article of which quence of a commercial treaty. Rymer, 
it stood in need, from the continent. In t xi. p. 634 et allhL In retain, Spain 
fact, the landholders were so far from supplied England with horses, her breed 
neglecting this source of their wealth, of which was reckoned the best in 
that a m inimum was fixed upon it, by a Europe; so that the exchange was tolcr- 
statute of 1343 (repealed indeed the next ably fair. Macpherson, p. 696, The best 
year, 18 E III. c. 3), below which price horses bad been very dear in England, 
it was not to be sold ; from a lajidable being imported from Spain and Italy, 
apprehension, as it seems, that foreigners Ibid, 
were getting it too cheap. And this was * Schmidt, t iv. p. 18. 
revived in the 32nd of VI . thon^ the * Considerable woollen manufactores 
act is not pnnted among the statutes, appear to ha^e existed in Rcaidy about 

y 2 
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emancipated from arbitrary power as those of Germany 
or Flanders ; and the evils of exorbitant taxation, with 
those produced by the English wars, conspired to retard 
the advance of manufactures in France. That of linen 
made some little progress; but this work was still, 
perhaps, chiefly conflned to the labour of female ser- 
vants.“ 

The manufactures of Flanders and England found a 
Baltic market, not only in these adjacent countries, 
trade. hut in a part of Europe which for many ages 
had only been known enough to be dreaded. In the 
middle of the eleventh century a native of Bremen, and 
a writer much superior to most others of his time, was 
almost entirely ignorant of the geography of the Baltic ; 
doubting whether any one had reached Bussia by that 
sea, and reckoning Esthonia and Courland among its 
islands.* But in one hundred years more the maritime 
regions of Mecklenburg and Pomerania, inhabited by a 
tribe of heathen Sclavonians, were subdued by some 
German princes; and the Teutonic order some time 
afterwards, having conquered Prussia, extended a line 
of at least comparative civilization as far as the gulf oi 
Finland. The first town erected on the coasts of the 
Baltic was Lubec, which owes its foundation to Adol- 
phus count of Holstein, in 1140. After several vicissi- 
tudes it became independent of any sovereign but the 
emperor in the thirteenth century. Hamburgh and 
Bremen, upon the other side of the Cimbric peninsula, 
emulated “the prosperity of Lubec ; the former city pur- 
ehased independence of its bishop in 1225. A colony 
-from Bremen founded Eiga in Livonia about 1162. The 
city of Dantzic grew into importance about the end of 
the following century'. Eonigsberg was founded by 
Ottocar kin g of Bohemia in the same age. 

But the real importance of these cities is to be dated 


1315. Max:phersonadatuitmi. Capmany, 
t. iii part 2, p. 151. 

“ The sheriffe of WfltsMre and Sussex 
Are directed in 1253 to purchase for the 
king 1000 ells of fine linen, lines telse 
pulchrse et cl^cate. This Maepherson 
supposes to he of domestic manufacture, 
whidh, however, is not demonstrable. 
Linen w«s made at that time in Flanders: 


and as late as 1417 the fine linen used in 
England was imported from France and 
the Low Countries. Maepherson, from 
Eymer, t. ix. p. 334. VeUy’s history Is 
defective in giving no accoxmt of the 
French commerce and manufactures, (xr 
at least none that is at aU satisfSBictoiy. 

* Adam Bremensis, de Situ Lanie, p 
13. (Elze^ 
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from tlieir famous tmion into tlie Hanseatic confederacy. 
The origin of ihis is rather obscure, but it may certainly 
be nearly referred in point of time to the middle of the 
thirteenth centmy,^ and aeconnted for by the necessity 
of mutual defence, which piracy by sea and pillage by 
land had taught the merchants of Germany. The nobles 
endeavoured to obstruct the formation of this league, 
which indeed was in great measure designed to with- 
stand their exactions. It powerfully’” maintained the 
influence which the free imperial cities were at this time 
acquiring. Eighty of the most considemble places con- 
stituted the Hanseatic confederacy, divided into four 
colleges, whereof Lubec, Cologne, Bmnswic, and Hant- 
zic were the leading towns. Lubec held the chief rank, 
and became, as it were, the patriarchal see of the 
league ; whose province it was to preside in all general 
discussions for mercantile, political, or military pur- 
poses, and to carry them into execution. The league 
had four principal factories in foreign parts, at London, 
Bruges, Bergen, and Novogorod ; endowed by the sove- 
reigns of those cities wilh considerable privileges, to 
which every merchant belonging to a Hanseatic town 
was entitled.* In England the German guildhall or 
factory was established by concession of Henry HI. ; 
and in later periods the Hanse traders were favoured 
above many others in the capricious vacillations of our 
mercantile policy The English had also their factories 
on the Baltic coast as far as Prussia and in the dominions 
of Denmark.'* 

This opening of a northern market powerfully accele- 
rated the grow^ of our own commercial opu- 
lence, especially after the woollen manufacture 
had begun to “Sbrive. Prom about the middle 
of the fourteenth century we find continual evi- 
dences of a rapid increase in wealth. Thus, in 1363, Picard, 
who had been lord mayor some years before, entertained 
Edward HI. and the Black Prince, the kings of France, 
Scotland, and Cyprus, with many of the nobility, at his 


'• Sctonidt, t IT. p. 8. Macplieraoii, p. i8; tT.p.513; Macpherson’s Aimai* 
p. 392. The latter writer thinks they roL L p. 693. 
were not known by the name of Hanse * lHacpherson, toL i. passiiii. 

•0 early. h Eymer, tviitp. 360. 

* Heffel, t. 1 p. 443; Sdtaiidt, t Iv. 
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ovm house in ihe Yintry, and presented them with 
handsome gifts.® Philpot, another eminent citizen in 
Kichard II.’s time, when the trade of England was con- 
siderably annoyed by privateers, hired lOOO armed men, 
and despatched them to sea, where they took fifteen 
Spanish vessels with their prizes.*^ We find Eichard 
obtaining a great deal from private merchants and trad- 
ing tovms. In 1379 he got 5000Z. from London, 1000 
marks from Bristol, and in proportion from smaller 
places. In 1386 London gave 4000Z. more, and 10,000 
marks in 1397.® The latter sum was obtained also for 
the coronation of Henry YI.^ Nor were the contribu- 
tions of individuals contemptible, considering the high 
value of money. Hinde, a citizen of London, lent to 
Henry lY. 2000?. in 1407, and Whittington one half of 
that sum. The merchants of the staple advanced 4000?. 
at the same time.® Our commerce continued to be regu- 
larly and rapidly progressive during the fifteenth cen- 
tury. The famous Canynges of Bristol, under Henry 
YI. and Edward IV., had ships of 900 tons burthen.^ 
The trade and even the internal wealth of England 
reached so much higher a pitch in the reign of the last- 
mentioned king than at any former period, that we may 
perceive the wars of York and Lancaster to have pro- 
duced no very serious effect on national prosperity. 
Some battles were doubtless sanguinary ; but the loss of 
lives in battle is soon repaired by a flourishing nation ; 
and the devastation occasioned by armies was both par- 
tial and transitory. 

A commercial intercourse betv^een these northern 
and southern regions of Europe began about 
the early part of the fourteenth century, or, at 
of most, a little sooner. Until, indeed, the use of 
the magnet was thoroughly understood, and a 
competent skill in marine architecture, as well as navi- 
gation, acquired, the Italian merchants were scarce 
likely to attempt a voyage perilous in itself and ren- 
dered more formidable by the imaginary difficulties 
which had been supposed to attend an expedition be- 
yond the straits of Hercules. But the English, accus- 

® Macj^erscm (wlio quotesStow), p. 418. ^ Rymer, t x. p. 461. 

4 Walsin^iam, p. 211. ® Rymar, t. vlii. p, 488, 

* R;yin«r, t. vii. p. 210, 341 j i. viii. p. 9. ^ Macpheison, p. 661 
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tomed to tlieir own rongli seas, wrere always more in- 
trepid, and probably more skilful navigators. Though 
it was extremely rare, even in the fifteenth century, for 
an English trading vessel to appear in the Mediterra- 
nean,' yet a famous military armament, that destined for 
the crusade of Eichard I., ^splayed at a very early time 
the seamanship of otir countrymen. In the reign of 
Edward II. we find mention in Eymer’s collection of 
Genoese ships trading to Flanders and England. TTia 
son was very solicitous to preserve the friendship of that 
opulent republic ; and it is by his letters to his senate, 
or by roy^ orders restoring ships unjustly seized, that 
we come by a knowledge of those facts which historians 
neglect to relate. Pisa shared a little in this traffic, and 
Yenice more considerably; but Genoa was beyond all 
competition at the head of Italian commerce in these 
seas during the fourteenth century. In the next her 
general decline left it more open to her rival; but I 
doubt whether Yenice ever maintained so strong a con- 
nexion with England. Through London and Bruges, 
their chief station in Flanders, the merchants of Italy 
and of Spain transported oriental produce to the farthest 
parts of the north. The inhabitants of the Baltic coast 
were stimulated by the desire of precious luxuries 
which they had never known ; and these wants, though 
selfish and frivolous, are the means by which nations 


I Ridbard IIL, in 1485, appointed a 
Florentme merchant to be English consul 
at Pisa, on the ground that some of his 
suljects intended to trade to Italy. Mac- 
pherson, p. 705, from Eymer. Perhaps 
we cannot positivdly prove the existence 
of a Mediterranean trade at an earlier 
time; and even this instrument is not 
conclusive. But a considerable presump- 
tion arises from two documents in Rymer, 
of the year 1412, which inform ns of a 
great shipment of wool and other goods 
made by some merchants of London for 
the Mediterranean, under supercargoes, 
whom, it being a new undertaking, the 
king expressly recommended to the 
Genoese republic But that people, im- 
pelled probably by commercial jealousy, 
seized the vessels and their cargoes; 
which induced the king to grant the 
cw-iers letters of reprisal against all 


Genoese property. Eymer, t viii. p. 717, 
773. Though it is not perhaps evident 
that the vessels were English, the cir- 
cumstances render it highly probable. 
The bad success, however, of this at- 
tempt, might prevent its imitation. A 
Greek author about the beginning of the 
fifteenth century reckons the lyyXT/vot 
among the nations who traded to a port 
in the Archipelago. Gibbon, voL xii. 
p. 62. But these enumerations are gene- 
rally swelled by vanily or the love of 
exaggeration ; and a few English sailors 
on board a foreign vessel would justify 
the assertion. Benjamin of Tudela, a 
Jewish traveller, pretends that the port 
of Alexandria, about 1160, containel 
vessels not only from England, but from 
Russia, and even Cracow, Harris's Voy* 
ages, vol. i. p. 554. 
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acquire civilization, and the earth is rendered fruitful 
of its produce. As the carriers of this trade the Han- 
seatic merchants resident in England and Flanders 
derived profits through which eventually of course 
those countries were enriched. It seems that the Italian 
vessels unloaded at the marts of London or Bruges, 
and that such part of their cargoes as were intended for 
a more northern trade came there into the hands of the 
German merchants. In the reign of Henry YI. Eng- 
land carried on a pretty extensive traffic with the coun- 
tries around the Mediterranean, for whose commodities 
her wool and woollen cloths enabled her to pay. 

The commerce of the southern division, -though it did 
Commerce ^ think, produce more extensively bene- 
^the ficial effects upon the progress of society, was 
both earlier and more splendid than that of 
countries. England and the neighbouring countries. Be- 
sides Yenice, which has been mentioned already, Amalfi 
kept up the commercial intercourse of Christen- 
dom with the Saracen countries before the first 
crusade.*' It was the singular fate of this city to have 
filled up the interval between two periods of ci^ization, 
in neither of which she was destined to be distinguished. 
Scarcely known before the end of the sixth century, 
Amalfi ran a brilliant career, as a free and trading repub- 
lic, which was checked by the arms of a conqueror in 
the middle of the twelfth. Since her subjugation by 
Eoger king of Sicily, the name of a people who for a 


ic Tiie Amalfitaps ore thus described 
by William of Apulia, apud Muratori, 
Dissert 30. 

TTrbs base dives opum, populoque re- 
ferta videtur, 

Nulla xnagis locuples argeuto.vestibus, 
auro. 

Partibus iuBumeris ac pluiimus urbe 
moratur 

Nauta, maxis coelique vias aperire pe- 
ritus. 

Hue et Alexandri diverse femntur ab 
urbe, 

Begis et Autiochi. Hsec [etiam ?] freta 
plurixna transit 

Me Arabes, Indi, Siculi noscuntor, et 
Afti. 

Hagens est totum pTope nobilitata 
peroibem, 

Rt mexcaada fexena et aimus mercata 
reftrre. 


[There must be, I suspect, some exag- 
g^tlon about the commerce and opu- 
lence of Amalfi, in the only age when 
she possessed any at alL The city could 
never have been considerable, as we may 
judge from its position immediately under 
a steep mountain ; and what is still more 
material, has a very small port Accord- 
ing to our notions of trade, she could 
never have enjoyed much; the lines 
quoted from William of Apulia are to 
be taken as a poet’s panegyric. It is ol 
course a question of d^iee ; Amalfi was 
no doubt a commercial republic to the 
extent of her capacity ; but those who 
have eiter been on the coast must be 
aware how limited that was. Atpreaem 
^e has, I bdieve, no foreign trade at «£. 
I848.i 
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while connected Europe with Asia has hardly been 
repeated, except for two discoveries falsely imputed to 
them, those of the Pandects and of the compass. 

But the decline of Amalfi, was amply compensated to 
the rest of Italy by the constant elevation of 
Pisa, Genoa, and Yenice in the twelfth and en- oSoa, 
suing ages. The crusades led immediately to 
this growing prosperity of the commercial cities. Besides 
the profit accruing from so many naval armaments which 
they supplied, and the continual passage of private 
adventurers in their vessels, they were enabled to open 
a more extensive channel of oriental traffic bad 
hitherto been known. These three Italian republics 
enjoyed immunities in the Christian principalities of 
Syria; possessing separate quarters in Acre, Tripoli, 
and other cities, where they were governed by their own 
laws and magistrates. Though the progress of commerce 
must, from the condition of European industry, have 
been slow, it was uninterrupted and the settlements in 
Palestine were becoming important as factories, an use 
of which Godfrey and Urbp little dreamed, when they 
were lost through the guilt and imprudence of their 
inhabitants.® Yillani laments the injury sustained by 
coi^erce in consequence of the capture of Acre, 
“ situated, as it was, on the coast of the Mediterranean, 
in the centre of Syria, and, as we might say, of the 
habitable world, a haven for all merchandize, both from 
the East and the West, which all the nations of the 
earth frequented for this trade.” “ But the loss was soon 
retrieved, not perhaps by Pisa and Genoa, but by 
Venice, who formed^ connexions with the Saracen 
governments, and main tained her commercial inter** 
course with Syria and Egypt by their licence, though 
subject probably to heavy exactions. Sanuto, a Venetian 
author at the beginning of the fourteenth centuiy’-, has 
left a curious account of the Levant trade which his 
countrymen carried on at that time. Their imports it is 
easy to guess, and it appears that timber, brass, tin, and 
lead, as well as the precious metals, were exported to 

■■ The inhabitaiits of Acre wei€ noted. Mohammedan piince, and, refusing lo 
to an age not very pure, for the excess of paiation, the city was besieged and takes 
their vices. In 1291 they plundered by storm. Muratori, ad ann. Gibbon, c. 59 
«aine of the sulg’ects of a nei^bourtog » VUlani, L viL c. 144. 
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Alexandria, besides oil, saffron, and some of the preduc- 
tions of Italy, and even -wool and woollen cloths,® The 
European side of the account had therofoie become 
respectable. 

The commercial cities enjoyed as great privileges at 
Constantinople as in Syria, and they bore an eminent 
part in the vicissitudes of the Eastern empire. After 
the capture of Constantinople by the Latin crusaders, the 
Venetians, having been concerned in that conquest, 
became, of course, the favoured traders under the new 
dynasty ; possessing their own district in the city, with 
their magistrate or podesta, appointed at Venice, and 
subject to the parent republic. When the Greeks reco- 
vered the seat of their empire, the Genoese, who, from 
jealousy of their rivals, had contributed to that revolu- 
tion, obtained similar immunities. This powerful and 
enterprising state, in the fourteenth centuiy, sometimes 
the ally, sometimes the enemy, of the Byzantine court, 
maintained its independent settlement at Pera. From 
thence she spread her sails into the Euxine, and, plant- 
ing a colony at Caffa in the Crimea, extended a line of 
commerce with the interior regions of Asia, which even 
the skill and spirit of our own times has not yet been 
able to revive.^ 

The French provinces which border on the Mediter- 
ranean Sea partook in the advantages which it offered. 
Not only Marseilles, whose trade had continued in a 
certain degree throughout the worst ages, but Narbonne, 


® Maepherson, p. 490. 

P Capmany, Memorias HLstoricas, t. iii. 
preface, p, ll; and part 2, p. 131. His 
authority is Balducd Pegalotti, a Floren- 
tine writer upon commerce about 1340, 
whose work I have never seen. It appears 
from Balduca that the route to China 
was from Asoph to Astrakan, and thence, 
by a variety of places which cannot be 
found in modem ro.'ips, to Cambalu, pro- 
bably Pekin, the capital city of China, 
which he describes as being one hundred 
miles in circumference. The journey was 
of rather m<»e than eight months, going 
and returning ; and he assures us it was 
perfectly secure, not only for caravans, 
but for a single traveller with a conpla 
of interpreters and a servant. The Vene- 
tians had also a settlement in the Crimea, 


and appear, by a passage in Petrarch’s 
letters, to have possessed some of the 
trade through Tartary. In a letter 
written from Venice, after extolling in 
too rhetorical a manner the commerce of 
Ibat republic, he mentions a particular 
diip that had Just sailed for the Black 
Sea. Et ipsa quidem Tanaim it visura, 
ncstri enim marie navigatio non ultra 
tenditur; eomm vero aliqul, quos luec 
fert, illic iter [Instituent] earn egressuri, 
nec antea substituri, quhm Grange et 
Caucaso superato, ad Indos atque ex- 
tremes Seres et Orientalem perveuiatur 
Oceanum. En quo ardens et inexplebilis 
habenSi sitis hominum mentes rapitl 
Petrarca Opera. SeniL 1. ii. ep. 3, p 78(7 
edit 1581. 
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Nismes, and especially Montpelier, were distinguislied 
for commercial prosperity.** A still greater activity pre- 
vailed in Catalonia. From the middle of the thirteenth 
century (for we need not trace the rudiments of its 
history) Barcelona began to emnlate the Italian cities in 
both the branches of naval energy, war and commerce. 
Engaged in frequent and severe hostilities wi^ Genoa, 
and sometimes with Constantinople, while their vessels 
traded to every part of the Mediterranean, and even of 
the English Channel, the Catalans might justly be 
reckoned among the first of maritime nations. The 
commerce of Bai*celona has never since attained so great 
a height as in the fifteenth century/ 

The introduction of a silk manufacture at Palermo, by 
Eoger Guiscard in 1148, gave perhaps the ear- 
liest impulse to the industry of Italy. Nearly manufac- 
about the same time the Genoese plundered two 
Moorish cities of Spain, from which they derived the 
same art. In the next age this became a staple manu- 
facture of the Lombard and Tuscan republics, and the 
cultivation of mulbenies was enforced by their laws.* 
Woollen stuffs, though the trade was perhaps less con- 
spicuous than that o'f Flanders, and though many of the 
coarser kinds were imported from thence, employed a 
multitude of workmen in Italy, Catalonia, and the south 
of France.* Among the trading companies into which 
the middling ranks were distributed, those concerned 
in ftilk and woollens were most numerous and honour- 
able.*^ 

A property of a natural substance, long overlooked 

i Hist de Languedoc, t, iiL p. 531; first country; Capmany attests the 
t iv. p. 617. Mem. de I’Acad. des In- woollen manufacture of the second — 
scriptions, t, xacxvii. Mem. Hist.de BarceLt.!. part 3, p. 7, 

’^Capmany, Memorias EKstoricas de and Vaissette that of Carcassonne and its 
Barcelona, t i. part 2. See particularly vicinity— Hist de Lang, t Iv. p. 617. 
p, 36. “ None were admitted to the rank of 

» Muiatori, Dissert 30. Denina, Rlvo- burgesses in the town of Aragon who 
inzione d’ltaia^ 1. xiv. c. 11. The latter used any manual trade, with the excep- 
writer is of opinion that mulberries were tion of dealers in fine cloths. The 
not cultivated as an important object till woollen manufacture of Spain did not at 
after 1300, nor even to any great extent any time become a considerable article 
till after 1600 ; the Italian manufacturers of export, nor even supply the internal 
buying most of their sUk from Spain or consumption, as Capmany has well 
the Levant shown. Memorias Historicas, t iii. 

t The history of Italian states, and 325 et seqq., and Edinburgh Review, 
especially Florence, w*^Jl speak for the voL x. 



332 THE MARINER'S COMPASS. Chap. IX. Past n. 

even thougli it attracted observation by a different pecu- 
. liarity, bas inflnenced by its accidental disco- 
fortunes of mankind more than all 
the deductions of philosophy. It is, perhaps, 
‘ impossible to ascertain the epoch when title 
polarity of the magnet was first known in Europe. The 
common opinion, which ascribes its discovery to a citizen 
of Amalfi in the fourteenth century, is undoubtedly 
erroneous. Guiot de Provins, a French poet, who lived 
about the year 1200, or, at the latest, under St. Louis, 
describes it in the most unequivocal language. James 
de Yitry, a bishop in Palestine, before the middle of the 
thirteenth century, and Guido Guinizzelli, an Italian 
poet of the same time, are equally explicit. The French, 
as well as Italians, claim the discovery as their own ; 
but whether it were due to either of these nations, or 
rather learned from their intercourse with the Saracens, 
is not easily to be ascertained.* For some time, perhaps, 
even this wonderful improvement in the art of narigation 
might not be universally adopted by vessels sailing with- 


* Boucher, the French translator of 
n Consolato del Mare, says that Edrissi, 
a Saracen ge<^rapher ■who lived about 
1100, gives an account, though in a con- 
fhsed manner, of the polarity of the 
magnet, t iL p. 280. However, the lines 
of Guiot de Provins are decisive. These 
are quoted in Hist. Littdraire de la 
France, t ix. p. 199; Mdm. de I’Acad. 
des Inscript, txxi.p. 192; and several 
other works. Guinizzelli hfa the follow- 
ing passage, in a canzone quoted by 
Qinguene, Hist. Littdraire de ITtalie, t. 
l.p.413:— 

In quelle parti sotto tramontana, 

SoQO li monti della calamita, 

Che dan ■virtute all* aere 

Di trarre il ferro; ma perchfe lontana. 

Vole di simil pietra aver aita, 

A far la ad(^rare, 

E iirizzar to ago in ver la Stella. 

We cannot be diverted, by the nonsensical 
tiieozy these lines contain, from perceiv- 
ix^ the positive testimony of the last 
Terse to the i>oet’8 knowledge of the 
polarity of the magnet. But if any 
4oaht could remain, Tiraboschi (t iv. p. 
1^1) has folly established, from a series 
of passsgei^ that this phenomenon was 


well knovwi in the thirteenth century; 
and puts an end altogether to the preten- 
sions of Fla'vlo Gioja, if such a person 
ever existed. See also Macpherson’s 
Annals, p. 364 and 418. It is provoking 
to find an historian like Robertson assert- 
ing, without hesitation, that this dtizen 
of Amalfi was the inventor of the 
compass, and thus accrediting an error 
which had already been detected. 

It is a singular circumstance, and only 
to be explained by the obstinacy with 
which men are apt to rqject improve- 
ment, that the magnetic needle was not 
generally adopted in navigation tiU very 
long after the discovery of its properties, 
and even after their peculiar importance 
had been perceived. The writers of the 
thirteenth century, w-ho mention the 
polarity of the needle, mention also it<> 
use in navigation; yet Capmany has 
foxmd no distinct proof of its employ- 
ment till 1403, and does not believe that 
it -was frequently on board Mediterraneav 
ships at the latter part of the preceding 
age. Memorias Historicas, t iu. p. 10. 
Perhaps however he has inferred too 
mndhfrom his negative proof; and thl« 
sut^t seems open to farther inquiry 
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in ihe Mediterranean, and accnstomed to their old 
system of observations. But when it became more esta- 
blished, it naturally inspired a more fearless spirit of 
adventure. It was not, as has been mentioned, till the 
beginning of the fourteenth century that the Genoese 
and other nations around that inland sea steered into the 
Atlantic Ocean towards England and Flanders. This 
intercourse with the northern countries enlivened their 
trade with the Levant by the exchange of productions 
which Spain and Italy do not supply, and enriched the 
merchants by means of whose capital the exports of 
London and of Alexandria were conveyed into each 
other’s harbours. 

The usual risks of navigation, and those incident to 
commercial adventure, produce a variety of Maritime 
questions in every system of jurisprudence, 
which, though always to be determined, as far as possible, 
by principles of natural justice, must in many cases 
depend upon established customs. These customs of 
maritime law were anciently reduced into a code by the 
Khodians, and the Boman emperors preserved or re- 
formed the constitutions of that republic. It would be 
hard to say how far the tradition of this early juris- 
prudence survived the decline of commerce in the 
darker ages ; but after it began to recover itself, neces- 
sity suggested, or recollection prompted, a scheme of 
regulations resembling in some degree, but much more 
enlarged than those of antiquity. This was formed into 
a written code, H Consolato del Mare, not much earlier, 
probably, than the middle of the thirteenth century; 
and its promulgation seems rather to have proceeded 
from the citizens of Barcelona than from those of Pisa 
or Venice, who have also claimed to be the first legis- 
lators of the sea.y Besides regulations simply mercan^e, 

y Boucher supposes it to have been Giannone seems to think the collection 
compiled at Barcelona about 900; but was compiled about the reign of Louis 
his reasonings are inconclusive, t. i. p. 72 ; IX. 1. xi. c. $. Capmany, the last Spanish 
and indeed Barcelona at that time was editor, whose authority ought perhaps to 
little, if at all, better than a fishing-town, outwei^ evety other, asserts and seems 
Some ai^oments might be drawn ’’n to prove them to have been enacted by 
favour of Pisa from the expressions oi the mercantile magistrates of Barcelona, 
Heniy IV.’s charter granted to Iftat city under the reign of James the Conqueror 
to 1081. Consuetudines, quas habent de which is much the same period. Codigo 
mari, sic iis observabimus sicut illomm de las Costumbres Maritimas de Baroe« 
cat consoetudo. Muratori Dissert. 45. Iona, Madrid, 1791. But, by whatever 
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tihis system has defined the mntiial rights of neutral and 
belligerent vessels, and thus laid the basis of the positive 
law of nations in its most important and disputed cases. 
The king of Prance and count of Provence solemnly 
acceded to this maritime code, which hence acquired a 
binding force within the Mediterranean Sea; and in 
most respects the law merchant of Europe is at present 
conformable to its provisions. A set of regulations, 
chiefly borrowed from the Consolato, was compiled in 
France under the reign of Louis IX., and prevailed in 
their own country. These have been denominated the 
laws of Oleron, from an idle story that they were 
enacted by Eichard I., while his expedition to the Holy 
Land lay at anchor in that island.® Nor was the north 
without its peculiar code of maritime jurisprudence; 
namely, the Ordinances of Wisbuy, a town in the isle 
of Gotihland, principally compiled from those of Oleron, 
before the year 1400, by which the Baltic traders were 
governed.*" 

There was abundant reason for establishing among 
Frequency maritime nations some theory of mutual rights, 
of piracy, and for securing the redress of injuries, as far 
as possible, by means of acknowledged tribunals. In 
that state of barbarous anarchy which so long resisted 
the coercive authority of civil magistrates, the sea held 
out even more temptation and more impunity than the 
land ; and when the laws had regained their sovereignty, 
and neither robbery nor private warfare was any longer 
tolerated, there remained that great common of mankind, 
unclaimed by any king, and the liberty of the sea was 
another name for the security of plunderers. A pirate, 
in a well-armed quick-sailing vessel, must feel, I suppose, 
the enjoyments of his exemption from control more ex- 


nation they were reduced into their 
present foim, these laws were certainly 
the ancient and established usages of the 
Mediterranean states : and Pisa may very 
probably have taken a great share in 
first practising what a century or two 
afterwards was rendered more precise at 
Barcelona. 

* Macpherson, p. 358. Boucher sup- 
poses them to be registers of actual de- 
cisions. 

• I have on.y the authority of Boucher 


for referring' the Ordinances of Wisbuy 
to the year 1400. Beckman imagines 
them to be older than those of Oleron. 
But WHjbty was not enclosed by a wall 
till 1288, a proof that it could not have 
been previously a town of much import- 
ance. It flonri^ed chiefly in the first 
part of the fourteenth century, and was 
at that^time an independent republic^ 
but fell under the yoke of Denmiurk 
before tbe of the same age 
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qnisitely tihan any otlier freebooter ; and darting along 
tlie bosom of tbe ocean, under the impartial radiance of 
the heavens, may deride the dark concealments and 
hurried flights of the forest robber. His occupation 5s> 
indeed, extinguished by the civilization of later ages, or 
confined to distaixt climates. But in the thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries, a rich vessel was never secure from 
attack; and neither restitution nor punishment of fbe 
criminals was to be obtained from governments who 
sometimes feared the plunderer and sometimes connived 
at the offence.^ Mere piracy, however, was not the only 
danger. The maritime towns of Flanders, France, and 
England, like the free republics of Italy, prosecuted their 
own quarrels by arms, without asking the leave of their 
respective sovereigns. This practice, exactly La^of 
analogous to that of private war in the feud^ reprisals, 
system, more than once involved the kings of France and 
England in hostility.® But where the quarrel did not 
proceed to such a length as absolutely to engage two 
opposite towns, a modification of this ancient right of 
revenge formed part of the regular law of nations, under 
the name of reprisals. Whoever was plundered or in- 
jured by the inhabitant of another town obtained autho- 
rity from his own magistrates to seize the property of 
any other person belonging to it, until his loss should be 
compensated. This law of reprisal was not confined to 
maritime places ; it prevailed in Lombardy, and probably 
in the German cities. Thus, if a citizen of Modena was 
robbed by a Bolognese, he complained to the magistrates 
of the former city, who represented the case to those of 
Bologna, demanding redress. If this were not imme- 
diately granted, letters of reprisals were issued to phmder 
the territory of Bologna till the injured party should be 
reimbursed by sale of the spoil.*^ In the laws of Mar- 
seilles it is declared, If a foreigner take anything from 

■fa Hugh De^enser seized a Genoese tlie instrnments in Eymer in proof of 
vessel valned at 14,300 marks, for wMch these conjGdcts, and of those Trtth the 
no restitution was ever made. Rym. t. mariners of Norway and Denmark, 
iv. p. 701. Ma^pherson, A.©. 1336. Sometimes mutual envy produced frays 

® The Cinque Ports and other trading between different Engli^ towns. Thus, 
towns of England were in a cttistant in 1254 the Winchelsea mariners attacked 
state of hostility with their opposite a Yarmouth galley, and killed some ol 
nei^bouiB during the reigns of Edward her men. Matt. Paris, apnd Maepherson, 
L and IL One might quote almost half d Muratori, Disseri *43;, __ 
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a citizen of Marseilles, and he who has jurisdiction over 
the said debtor or unjust taker does not cause right to be 
done in the same, the rector or consuls, at the petition of 
the said citizen, shall grant him reprisals upon all the 
goods of the said debtor or unjust t^er, and also upon 
the goods of others who are under the jurisdiction of him 
who ought to do justice, and would not, to the said 
citizen of Marseilles.” * Edward HE. remonstrates, in an 
instrument published by Eymer, against letters of marque 
granted by the king of Aragon to one Berenger de la 
Tone, who had been robbed by an English pirate of 
2000L, alleging that, inasmuch as he had always been 
ready to give redress to the party, it seemed to his coun- 
sellors that there was no just cause for reprisals upon the 
king’s or his subjects’ property. This passage is so far 
curious as it asserts the existence of a customary law of 
nations, the knowledge of which was already a sort of 
learning. Sir E. Coke speaks of this right of private 
reprisals as if it still existed;* and, in fact, there are 
instances of granting such letters as late as the reign of 
Charles I. 

A practice, founded on the same principles as reprisal, 
Liability though rather less violent, was that of attaching 
of aliens the goods or persons of resident foreigners for 
o&l?? the debts of their countrymen. This indeed, 
debts. iQ England, was not confined to foreigners 
until the statute of Westminster I. c. 23, which enacts 
that “ no stranger who is of this realm shall be distrained 
in any town or market for a debt wherein he is neither 
principal nor surety.” Henry HI. had previously granted 
a charter to the burgesses of Lubec, that they should 
“ not be arrested for the debt of any of their country- 
men, unless the magistrates of Lubec neglected to compel 
payment.” ^ But by a variety of grants from Edward H. 
the privileges of English subjects under the statute of 
Westminster were extended to most foreign nations.* 

Du Cange, voc, Laudum. taken In fevonr of tUe captors, t. vi. p. 14. 

f Rymer, t iv. p. 6T6. Videtur saplen- « 27 E. m. stat. ii. c. 17, 2 Inst p. 
tibus et peritis, quod causa, de jure, non 206. 

Bubfoit xnarcham sen reprisaliam in nos- ^ Eymer, t i. p. 839. 
tris, sen subditomm nostrorom, bonis i Idj^, t iii. p. 458, 647, 678, et infra, 
conoedendi. See too a case of neutral See too Ibe ordinances of the staple, in 
goods on board an enemy^s vessel claimed 27 Edw. HL, which confrcm this among 
by the owners, and a distinction other privileges, and contain manifold 
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This xmjiist responsibility had not been confined to civil 
cases. One of a company of Italian merchants, the Spini, 
having killed a man, the officers of justice seized the 
bodies and effects of ^ the rest.^ 

If under all these obstacles, whether created oy bar- 
barous manners, by national prejudice, or by the 
fraudulent and arbitraiy measures of princes, p^teof 
the merchants of different countries became so 
opulent as almost to rival the ancient nobility, it must 
be asciibed to the greatness of their commercial profits. 
The trading companies possessed either a positive or a 
virtual monopoly, and held the keys of those eastern 
regions, for the luxuries of which the progressive refine- 
ment of manners produced an increasing demand. It is 
not easy to determine the average rate of profit;*" but 
we know that the interest of money was ex- 
eeedingly high throughout the middle ages. Seof 
At Yerona, in 1228, it was fixed by law at 
twelve and a half per cent. ; at Modena, in 1270, it seems^ 
to have been as high as twenty," The republic of Genoa, 
towards the end of the fourteenth centiiry, when Italy 
bad grown wealthy, paid only from seven to ten per cent, 
io her creditors.® But in France and England the rate* 
was far more oppressive. An ordinance of Philip the Fair, 
in 1311, allows twenty per cent, after the first year of the- 
loan.P Under Henry HI., according to Matthew Paris^ 
the debtor paid ten per cent, every two months ; *1 but this, 
is absolutely incredible as a general practice. This was. 
not merely owing to scarcity of money, but to the dis- 
couragement which a strange prejudice opposed to one 
of the most useful and legitimate branches of commerce. 
Usury, or lending money for profit, was treated as a 
crime by the theologians of the middle ages ; and though 
the superstition has been eradicated, some part of the 
prejudice remains in our legislation. This trade in 


evidence of the r^ard paid to commerce ^ Mnratori. Dissert Ifi. 

In that reign, ® Bizarri, Hist. Gennens. p. Y97. The 

Rymer, t ii. p. 891. Madox, Hist rate of discount on hills, which maj not 
Exdieqner, c. xxii. s. 7. have exactly corresponded to the average 

m In the remarkable speech of the annual interest of money, was ten per 
Doge Mocenigo, quoted in another place, cent, at Barcelona in 1435. Capmany 
voL i. p. 465, the annnal profit made by tip. 209. 

Venice on her mercantile capital is P Da Cange, v. Uonra. 

'^eOkoned at forty per cent. 4 Moratorl, Dias. 16. 
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money, and indeed a great part of inland trade in gene- 
„ ^ ral, had originally fallen to the Jews, who were 
of noted for iheir usury so early as the sixth cen- 
the Jews, tnry.^ For several subsequent ages they con- 
tinued to employ their capital and industry to the same 
advantage, with little molestation from the clergy, who 
always tolerated their avowed and national irSldelity, 
and often with some encouragement from princes. In 
the tweKth century we find them not only possessed of 
landed property in Languedoc, and cultivating the studies 
of medicine and Eahbinical literature in their own aca- 
demy at Montpelier, under the protection of the count 
of Toulouse, but invested with civil ofGlces.* Eaymond 
Eoger, viscount of Oareasonne, directs a writ “ to his 
bailiffs, Christian and Jewish.’’ * It was one of the con- 
ditions imposed by the church on the count of Toulouse, 
that he should allow no Jews to possess magistracy in 
his dominions.^ But in Spain they were placed by some 
of the municipal laws on the footing of Christians, with 
respect to the composition for their lives, and seem in no 
other European country to have been so numerous or 
considerable.* The diligence and expertness of this 
people in aU pecuniary dealings recommended them to 
princes who were solicitous about the improvement of 
their revenue. We find an article in the general charter 
of privileges granted by Peter III. of Aragon, in 1283, 
that no J ew should hold the office of a bayle or judge. 
And two kings of Castile, Alonzo XI. and Peter tiie 
Cruel, incurred much odium by employing Jewish mi- 
nisters in their treasury. But, in other parts of Europe, 
their condition had, before that time, begun to change 
for the worse — ^parlly from the fanatical spirit of the 
crusades, which prompted the populace to massacre, and 
partly from the jealousy which their opulence excited. 
Kings, in order to gain money and popularity at once, 
abolished the debts due to the children of Israel, except 
a part which they retained as the price of their bounty. 
One is at a loss to conceive the process of reasoning in 
an ordinance of St. Louis, where, “ for the salvation of 
his own soul and those of his ancestors, he releases to all 

Greg. TuroiL L ir. “^d. p. les. 

■ Hist, de Languedoc, t iL p. SIT ; * Maxlna, Ensayo HistoMco-Criti*), 

t JIL p. 531. p. 143 

Xd. t m. p. 12L 
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Christians a third part of what was owing by them to 
Jews.”^ Not content with such edicts, the Mrgs of 
France sometimes banished the whole nation from their 
dominions, seizing their effects at the same time ; and a 
season of alternative severity and toleration continued 
tni, nnder Charles YI., they were finally expelled from 
the kingdom, where they never afterwards possessed any 
legal settlement.* They were expelled from England 
nnder Edward I., and never obtained any legal permis- 
sion to reside till the time of Cromwell. This decline of 
the Jews was owing to the transference of their trade in 
money to other hands. In the early part of the thirteenth 
century the merchants of Lombardy and of the south of 
France ® took up the business of remitting money by bills 
of exchange,^ and of making profit upon loans. The 
utility of this was found so great, especially by the 
Italian clergy, who thus in an easy manner drew the 
income of flieir transalpine benefices, that in spite of 
much obloquy, the Lombard usurers established them- 
selves in ever}' country, and the general progress of 
commerce wore off the bigotry that had obstructed their 
reception. A distinction was made between moderate 
and exorbitant interest; and though the casuists did 
not acquiesce in this legal regulation, yet it satisfied, 
even in superstitious times, the consciences of provident 
traders.® The Italian bankers were frequently allowed 
to farm the customs in England, as a security perhaps 


7 Hartenne Thesaums Anecdotomm, 
t i. p. 984. 

* Velly, t iv, p. 136. 

* The city of Cahors, in Quercy, the 
modem department of the Lot, produced 
a tribe of money-dealers. The Canrsini 
are almost as often noticed as the Lom- 
bards. See the article in Dn Cange. Ih 
Lombardy, Asti, a city of no great note 
in other respects, was famous for the 
same department of commerce. 

b There were three species of paper 
credit in the dealings of merchants: 1. 
General letters of credit, not directed to 
any one, which are not nncommon in the 
Levant: 2. Orders to pay money to a 
particular person; 3. Bills of exchange 
r^niiarly negotiable. Boucher, t. ii. p. 
621. Instances of the first are mentioned 
by Macpherson about 1200, p. 367. The 


second species was introduced by the 
Jews, about 1183 (Capmany, t i. p. 297) ; 
but it may be doubtful whether the last 
stage of the progress was reached nearly 
so soon. An instrument in Rymer, how- 
ever, of the year 1364 (t, vi. p. 496), 
mentions literm cambitorisa, which 
to have been negotiable bills; and by 
1400 they were drawn in sets, and worded 
exactly as at present Macpherson, p. 
614, and Beckman, History of Inventions, 
voL iiL p. 430, give from Capmany an 
actual precedent of a bill dated in 1404. 

c Usury was looked upon with horror 
by our English divines long after the 
Reformation. Heury, inhis Institutiona 
an Droit Ecddsiastique, t ii. p. 129, has 
shown the subterfnges to which men 
had recourse in order to evade this pro- 
hibition. It is an unhappy trnth that 

z 2 
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for loans wldch were not very pniLctually repaid.^ In 
1345 the Bardi at Florence, the greatest company in 
Italy, became bankrupt, Edward III. owing Ikem, in 
principal and interest, 900,000 gold florins. Another, 
£he Peruzzi, failed at the same time, being creditors to 
Edward for 600,000 florins. The king of Sicily owed 
100,000 florins to each of these bankers. Their failure 
involved, of course, a multitude of Florentine citizens, 
and was a heavy misfortune to the state.® 

The earliest bank of deposit, instituted for the aocom- 
modation of piivate merchants, is said to have 
S^and been that of Barcelona, in 1401.^ The banks 
others. Venice and Genoa were of a different descrip- 

tion. Although the former of these two has the advan- 
tage of greater antiquity, having been formed, as we are 
told, in the twelfth century, yet its early history is not 
so clear as that of Genoa, nor its political importance so 
remarkable, however similar might be its origin.® During 
the wars of Genoa in the fourteenth century, she had 
borrowed large sums of private citizens, to whom the 
revenues were pledged for repayment. The republic of 
Florence had set a recent, though not a very encouraging 
example of a public loan, to defray the expense of her 
war against Mastiao della Scala, in 1336. The chief 
mercantile firms, as well as individual citizens, furnished 
money on an assignment of the taxes, receiving fifeen 
per cent, interest, which appears to have been above the 


great part of tiie attention devoted to 
the best of sciences, ethics and juris* 
prudence, has been employed to weaken 
principles that ought never to have been 
acknowledged. 

One species of usury, and that of the 
highest importance to commerce, was 
always permitted, on account of the risk 
that attended it. This was marine in* 
surance, which could not have existed, 
until money was considered, in itself; as 
a source of profit The earliest regula- 
tions on the sul^ect of insurance are 
those of Barcelona in 1433 ; but the prao* 
tlce was, of course, earlier than these, 
thou^ not of great antiquity. It is not 
mentioned in the Consolato del Mare, 
nor in any of the Hanseatic laws of the 
Iborteenih century. Bookman. voL L 


p. 388. This author, not being aware of 
the Barcelonese laws on this subject pub- 
lished by Capmany, supposes the first 
provisions regulating marine assurance 
to have been made at Florence in 1523. 

d Macpberson, p. 487, et alibi. They 
had probably excellent bargains : in 1322 
the Bardi farmed all the customs in 
England for 20Z a day. But in 1282 
the customs had produced 8411Z., and 
half a century of great improvement had 
elapsed. 

e Villani, L xii. c. 55, 87. He calls 
these two banking-hoiises the pUlais 
which sustained great part of the coi]> 
merce of Christendom, 
f dapmauy, t. L p. 213. 
s Maq^erson, p. 341, £rom Senate 
The bonk of Venice is referred to 1171. 
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rate of private nsriry.^ The state was not nm-easonably 
considered a worse debtor than some of her citizens, for 
in a few years these loans were consolidated into a 
general fond, or monte, with some deduction from the 
capital and a great diminution of interest; so that an 
original debt of one hundred florins sold only for twenty- 
five.* But I have not found that these creditors formed 
at Florence a corporate body, or took any part, as such, 
in the affairs of the republic. The case was different at 
Genoa. As a security, at least, for their interest, the 
subscribers to public loans were permitted to receive 
the produce of the taxes by their own collectors, paying 
the excess into the treasury. The number and distinct 
classes of these subscribers becoming at length incon- 
venient, they were formed, about the year 1407, into a 
single corporation, called the bank of St. George, which 
was from that time the sole national creditor and mort- 
gagee. The government of this was intrusted to eight 
protectors. It soon became almost independent of the 
state. Every senator, on his admission, swore to main- 
tain the privileges of the bank, which were confirmed by 
the pope, and even by the emperor. The bank interposed 
its advice in every measure of government, and generally, 
as is admitted, to the public advantage. It equipp^ 
armaments at its own expense, one of which subdued the 
island of Corsica ; and this acquisition, like those of our 
great Indian corporation, was long subject to a company 
of merchants, without any interference of the mother 
country.*^ 

The increasing wealth of Europe, whether derived from 
internal improvement or foreign commerce, dis- , 
played itself m more expensive consumption, domestic 
and greater refinements of domestic life. But expenditure, 
these effects were for a long time very gradual, each 
generation making a few steps in the progress, which are 
hardly discernible except by an attentive inquirer. It is 
not tfil the latter half of the thirteenth century that an 
accelerated impulse appears to be given to society. The 
just government and suppression of disorder under St. 

h G. ViUani, L xL c. 49. k Bizarri, Hist. Genuens. p. 79T (Ant* 

« Jtfatt VlUani, p. 227 ^ Muratoii, werp, 1579) ; Machiavelli, Storia 
Script. Ber. ItaL i xiv.). tina, L viii. 
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Louis, and the peaceful temper of his brother Alfonso, 
count of Toulouse and Poitou, gave France leisure to 
avail herself of her admirable fertility. England, that 
to a soil not greatly inferior to that of France united the 
inestimable advantage of an insular position, and was 
invigorated, above jdl, by her free constitution and the 
steady industriousness of her people, rose with a pretty 
uniform motion from the time of Edward I. Italy, 
though the better days of freedom had passed away in 
most of her republics, made a rapid transition from 
simplicity to refinement. “ In those times,” says a writer 
about the year 1300, speaking of the age of Frederic II., 
“ the manners of the Italians were rude. A man and his 
wife ate off the same plate. There was no wooden- 
handi ed knives, nor more than one or two drinking cups 
in a house. Candles of wax or tallow were unknown ; a 
servant held a torch during supper. The clothes of men 
were of leather unlined : scarcely any gold or silver was 
seen on their dress. The common people ate flesh but 
three times a week, and kept their cold meat for supper. 
Many did not drink wine in summer. A small stock of 
corn seemed riches. The portions of women were sm^ ; 
their dress, even after marriage, was simple. The pride 
of men was to be well provided with arms and horses ; 
that of the nobility to have lofty towers, of wliioh all the 
cities in Italy were full. But now frugality has been 
changed for sumptuousness; every thmg exquisite is 
sought after in dress ; gold, silver, pearls, silks, and rich 
fiirs. Foreign wines and rich meats are required. Hence 
usury, rapine, fraud, tyranny,” &c.“ This passage is 
supported by other testimonies nearly of the same time. 
The conquest of Naples by Charles of Anjou in 1266 
seems to have been the epoch of increasing luxury 
throughout Italy. His Proven 9 al knights with their 
plumed helmets and golden collars, the chariot of his 

“ EicobaldtisFeixareiisiB,apudMtirat in the middle ranks, and not to that ot 
Dissert. 23 ; Erandsc. Pippinns, ibidem, oonrts, which in all ages might ooca.. 
Mnratori endeavonrs to extenuate the sionally display considerable splendour, 
anthority of this passage, on account of I see nothing to weaken so explicit a 
some more ancient writes who complain testimony of a contemporary, which in 
of the luxury of their times, and of some fact is 4>nfirmed by many writem of the 
particnlar instances of ma^aiflcence and next age, who, according to the practice 
exptfise. But Bicobaldl alludes, as Mura- of Italian chroniclers, h&rt copied it as 
tori himself admits, to the mode of living their own. 
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queen covered with blue velvet and sprinkled with lilies 
of gold, astonished the citizens of Naples.” Provence had 
enjoyed a long tranquillity, the natural source of luxurious 
magnificence ; and Italy, now liberated from the yoke of 
the empire, soon reaped the same fruit of a condition 
more easy and peaceful than had been her lot for several 
ages. Dante speaks of the change of manners at Florence 
from simplicity and virtue to refinement and dissolute- 
ness, in terms very nearly similar to those quoted above.” 

Throughout the fourteenth century there continued to 
be a rapid but steady progression in England of what we 
may denominate elegance, improvement, or luxury; and 
if this was for a time suspended in France, it mu^ be 
ascribed to the unusual calamities which befell that, 
country under Philip of Valois and his son. Just before 
the breaking out of the English wars an excessive fond- 
ness for dress is said to have distinguished not only the 
higher ranks, but the burghers, whose foolish emulation 
at least indicates their easy circumstances.^ Modes of 
dress hardly perhaps deserve our notice on their own 
account ; yet so far as their universal prevalence wae a 
symptom of diffused wealth, we should not overlook 
either the invectives bestowed by the clergy on the fan- 
tastic extravagances of fashion, or the sumptuary laws by 
which it was endeavoured to restrain them. 

The principle of sumptuary laws was partly derived 
from the small republics of antiquity, which snmptaary 
might perhaps require that security for public 
spirit and equal rights — ^partly from the austere and 
injudicious theory of religion disseminated by the clergy. 
These prejudices united to render all increase of general 
comforts odious under the name of luxury ; and a third 
motive more powerful Ihan either, the jealousy with 


“ Mtirat Dissert. 23. 

® BeUindon Bertl vid* io andar cinto 
Di cacjjo e d’ osso, e renir daJlo spec- 
cihio 

La doima soa senza T viso dipinto, 

E vidi ^uel di JSTerli, e qnel del 
Vecdiio 

Esser content! alia pelle scoverta, 

E sne donne al fdso ed al penne<Mo. 

Paradis, canfb xv. 

See too the rest ot this canto. But 
this is put in the mouth of Cacdaguida, 
iho poet's anoeetor, who Uyed in the 


former half of the twelfth century. The 
change, however, was probably subse- 
quent to 1250, when the times of wealth 
and turbulence began at Florence. 

P VeUy, t xlii p. 362. The second 
continuator of Xangis vehemently in- 
vel^ against the long beards and short 
breeches of his age ; after the introduc- 
tion of which novelties, he jndiciously 
observes, the French were much more 
disposed to run away from their en<anioe 
than before. Spidlegium, t iii pt 105. 
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wMcli tlie great regard anytliing like imitation in those 
beneath them, cooperated to produce a sort of restrictive 
code in the laws of Europe. Some of these regulations 
are more ancient ; but the chief part were enacted, both 
in France and England, during the fourteenth century, 
extending to expenses of the table as well as apparel. 
The first statute of this description in our own country 
was, however, repealed the next year ; ^ and subsequent 
provisions were entirely disregarded by a nation which 
valued liberiy- and commerce too much to obey laws 
conceived in a spirit hostile to both. Laws indeed 
designed by those governments to restrain the extrava- 
gance of their subjects may well justify the severe indig- 
nation which Adam Smifii has poured upon all such 
interference with private ^expenditure. The kings ot 
France and England were undoubtedly more egregious 
spendthrifts than any others in their dominions; and 
contributed far more by their love of pageantry to excite 
a taste for dissipation in their people than by their ordi- 
nances to repress it. 

Mussus, an historian of Placentia, has left a pretty 

Domestic acoount of the prevailingmanners among 

manners of his countrymen about 1388, and expressly con- 
trasts their more luxurious living with the style 
of their ancestors seventy years before, when, as we have 
cseen, they had already made considerable steps towards 
■refinement. This passage is highly interesting, because 
it shows the regular tenor of domestic economy in an 
Italian city rather than a mere display of individual 
magnificence, as in most of the facts collected by our own 
=and the French antiquaries. But it is much too long for 
insertion in this place.*' No other country, perhaps, 
-could exhibit so fair a picture of middle life : in France 
the burgheis, and even the inferior gentry, were for the 
most part in a state of poverty at thS period, which they 
concealed by an affectation of ornament; while our 
English yeomanry and tradesmen were more anxious to 

^ E. m. Rep, 38 E. m. Severn Velly, t. vii. p. 64; t xL p. 190. These 
other statutes of a similar nature were attempts to restrain what caimot he re- 
possed in this and the ensuing reign. In strained^continued even down to ITOO. 
Ersnce, there were sumptuary laws as Be la Mare, Tialtd de la Police, t, i, 
old as Charlemagne, prohibiting or tax* L iii. 

Ingtheuseoflhrs; but the first extensive Muratorf, Antichith Italiane, Dia. 

raiptliitioa was under Philip the Fair, sert 33, t i i». 32S. 
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invigorate their bodies by a generous diet than to dwell 
in well furnished houses, or to find comfort in cleanliness 
an d elegance.* The German cities, however, had acquired 
with liberty the spirit of improvement and industry. 
From the time that Henry V. admitted their artisans to 
the privileges of free burghers they became more amd 
more prosperous ;* while the steadiness and frugality of 
theGeiman character compensated for some disadvantages 
arising out of their inland situation. Spire, Nuremberg, 
Eatisbon, and Augsburg were not indeed like the rich 
markets of London and Bruges, nor could their burghers 
rival the princely merchants of Italy; but they enjoyed 
the blessings of competence diffused over a laige class of 
industrious freemen, and in the fifteenth century one of 
the politest Italians could extol their splendid and well 
famished dwellings, their rich apparel, their easy and 
affluent mode of living, the security of their rights and 
just equality of their laws.® 

No chapter in the history of national manners would 
illustrate so well, if duly executed, the progress of social 


» *« These Engli^,” said the Spaniards 
who came over wi^ Philip II., ‘‘have 
their houses made of sticics and dirt, bnt 
they fare commonly so well as the king.” 
Harrison's Description of Britain, pre- 
fixed to Holingshed, vol. L p. 315 (edit 
180Y). 

» Pfeffel, tip. 293. 

“ .SJneas Sylvius, de Morihus Ger- 
manornm* This treatise is an amplified 
panegyric upon Germany, and contains 
several carious passages: they must he 
taken perhaps with some allowance; for 
the drift of the whole is to persuade the 
Germans, that so ridi and noble a country 
could afford a little money for the poor 
pope. Civitates quas vocant liheras, cum 
Imperatori soltun subjidmitur, cujus ju- 
gum est instar libertatis; nec profectb 
usquam gentium tanta lihertas est, quantfi 
fruuntur hqjuscemodi civitates, Nam 
populi quos Itali vocant Uheros, ^ potis- 
aimhm serviunt sive Venetias inspectes, 
sive Florentiam aut Caenas, in quihus 
dves, praeter paucos qui reliquos ducunt, 
loco mancipiorum habentur. Cum nec 
srebns suis utl, ut libet, vel faft qua 
velint et gravissimis opprimuntur pecu- 
oiarum exactionibus. Apud Germanos 
anmia Iseta sunt omnia jucunda ; nemo 


suis privatur bonis. Salvo cuique sua 
haereditas est, nulli nisi nocenti magis- 
tratus nocent Nec apud eos factiones 
sicut apud Italas urbes grassantur. Sunt 
autem supra centum civitates hfic liber- 
tate fruentes. p. 1058. 

In another part of his work (p. tl9) 
he gives a specious account of Vienna. 
The houses, he says, had glass windows 
and iron doors. Fenestrae undique vitreae 
perlucent et ostia plerumque ferrea. In 
domibus multaet munda supellex. Altae 
domus magnificaeque visuntur. Uaum id 
dedecori est quod tecta plerumque tiguo 
contegunt, pauca latere. Caetera aedi- 
ficia muro lapideo consistunt Pictae 
domus et exterius et interius splendent 
Civitatis populus 50,000 C07nmt4nican£itm 
creditur. I suppose this gives at least 
double for the total population. He 
proceeds to represent the manners of the 
city in a less favourable point of view, 
charging the citizens with gluttony and 
libertinism, the nobility with oppression, 
the judges with corruption, &;c. Vienna 
probably had the vices of a flourishing 
city; bnt the love of mxpUfication in so 
rhetorical a writer as iEneas Sylvius 
weakens the value of his testimony, on 
whichever side it is given- 
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life as tliat dedicated to domestic architecture. The 
civil archi* fasMons ‘of dxess and of amusements are gene- 
tectare. rally capriciotis and irreducible to rule; but 
every change in the dwellings of mankind, from the rudest 
wooden cabin to the stately mansion, has been dictated 
by some principle of convenience, neatness, comfort, or 
magnificence. Yet this most interesting field of research 
has been less beaten by our antiquaries than others com- 
paratively barren. I do not pretend to a complete know- 
ledge of what has been written by these learned inquirers ; 
but I can only name one book in which the civil archi- 
tecture of our ancestors has been sketched, loosely indeed, 
but with a superior hand, and another in which it is 
partially noticed. I mean by the first a chapter in the 
Appendix to Dr. Whitaker’s History of WTialley ; and by 
the second Mr. King’s Essays on iucient Casties in the 
Archseologia.* Of these I shall make free use in the 
following paragraphs. 

The most ancient buildings which we can trace in this 
island, after the departure of the Eomans, were circular 
towers of no great size, whereof many remain in Scotland, 
erected either on a natural eminence or on an artificial 
mound of earth. Such are Conisborough Castle in York- 
shire and Castleton in Derbyshii-e, built perhaps, accord- 
ing to Mr. King, before the Conquest.^ To the lower 
chambers of those gloomy keeps there was no admission 
of light or air except through long narrow loop-holes and 
an aperture in the roof. Eegular windows were made in 
the upper apartments. Were it not for the vast thickness 
of the walls, and some marks of attention both to conve- 
nience and decoration in these structures, we might be 
induced to consider them as rather intended for security 

* Vols. iv. and vi. Conquest. But if the engravings of the 

y Mr. Lysons refers Castleton to the decorative parts in the Archaologia, voL 
age of WUliam the Conqueror, bnt -with- vi. p. 244, are not remarkahly inaccurate, 
out giving any reasons. Lysons's Der- the ardiitecture is too elegant for the 
byshire, p. ccxxxvi. Mr. King had satis- Danes, much more for the unconverted 
fied himself that it vms built during the Saxons. Both these castles are enclosed 
Heptarchy, and even before the conver- by a court or balliom, with a fortijBed 
sion of the Saxons to Christianity; but entrance, like those erected by the Xor- 
in this he gave the reins, as usual, to his mans. 

imagination, which as much exceeded fNo doubt is now entertained but that 
bis learning^ as the latter did his judg- Conisborou^ was built late in the Kor- 
m^t. Conisborough diould seem, by man period. Mr. Bang’s authority, which 
ilie name, to have been a royal residence, 1 followed for want of a better, is by m 
which it certainly never was after the means to be depended upoiu 1848.] 
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during tte transient inroad of an enemy tban for a chief- 
tain’s usual residence. They bear a close resemblance, 
except by their circular form and more insulated situa- 
tion, to the peels, or square towers of three or four 
stories, which are still found contiguous to ancient 
mansion-houses, themselves far more ancient, in the 
northern counties,* and seem to have been designed for 
places of refuge. 

In course of time, the barons who owned these castles 
began to covet a more comfortable dwelling. The keep 
was eitiier much enlarged, or altogether relinquished as 
a place of residence except in time of siege ; while more 
convenient apartments were sometimes erected in the 
tower of entrance, over the great gateway, which led to 
the inner ballium or oouort-yard. Thus, at Tunbridge 
Castle, this part of which is referred by Mr. King to the 
beginning of the thirteenth century, tiiere was a room, 
twenty-eight feet by sixteen, on each side of the gate- 
way; another above of the same dimensions, with an 
intermediate room over the entrance; and one large 
apartment on the second floor occupying the whole space, 
and intended for state. The windows in this class of 
castles were still little better than loop-holes on the 
basement story, but in the upper rooms often large and 
beautifully ornamented, though always looking inwards 
to the court. Edward I. introduced a more splendid and 
convenient style of castles, containing many habitable 
towers, with communicating apartments. Conway and 
Carnarvon will be familiar examples. The next innova- 
tion was the castle-palace — of which Windsor, if not 
quite the earliest, is the most magnificent instance. Ain-' 
wick, Naworth, Harewood, Spoflbrth, Kenilworth, , and j 
Warwick, were all built upon this scheme during the 
fourteenth century, but subsequent enlargements have 
rendered caution necessary to distinguish their original 
remains. “ The odd mixture,” says Mr. King, “ of con- 
venience and magnificence with cautious designs for 
protection and defence, and with the inconveniences of 
the former confined plan of a close fortress, is very 
striking.” The provisions for defence became now, how* 
over, little more than nugatory ; large arched windows 


Whitaker's Hist, of Whalley ; Lysons’s Cninberlaiid, p. ccvi. 
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like those of cathedrals, were introduced into halls, and 
this change in architecture manifestly bears witness to 
the cessation of baronial wars and the increasing love of 
splendour in the reign of Edward III. 

To these succeeded the castellated houses of the Jdffceenth 
century, such as Herstmonceux in Sussex, Haddon Hall 
in Derbyshire, and the older part of Knowle in Kent.* 
They resembled fortified castles in their strong gateways, 
Iheir turrets and battlements, to erect which a royal 
licence was necessary ; but their defensive strength could 
only have availed against a sudden afEray or attempt at 
forcible dispossession. They were always built round 
one or two court-yards, the circumference of the first, 
when they were two, being occupied by the offices and 
servants’ rooms, that of the second by the state-apart- 
ments. Ee^ar quadran^ar houses, not castellated, 
were sometimes built during the same age, and under 
Henry VH. became universal in the superior style of 
domestic architecture.'* The quadrangular form, as well 
fi:om security and convenience as from imitation of con- 
ventual houses, which were always constructed upon 
that model, was generally preferred — even where the 
dwelling-house, as indeed was usual, only took up one 
side of -Sie enclosure, and the remaining three contained 
the offices, stables, and farm-buildings, with walls of 
communication. Several very old parsonages appear to 
have been built in this manner.® It is, however, not veiy 
easy to discover any large fragments of houses inhabited 
by the gentry before the reign, at soonest, of Edward III., 
or even to trace them by engravings in the older topo- 
graphical works, not only from the dilapidations of time, 
but because very few considerable mansions had been 
erected by that class. A great part of England affords 
no stone fit for building, and the vast though unfor- 
tunately not inexhaustible resources of her oak forests 
were easily applied to less durable and magnificent 
structures. A frame of massive timber, independent of 
walls and resembling the inverted hull of a large ship, 
formed the skeleton, as it were, of an ancient hall — tiie 
principal beams springing from^the ground naturally 

^ Tti6 luiiu of Heistmonceux aro. 1 Haddon TTaTi ig of the fifteenth century, 
believe, tolerably anthentic remains of o Ardueologia, vol. vL 
Henry VL*b age, but only a part of « 6lomefleld*a Norfolk, voL iiL p. 
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curved, and forming a Gotlnc aroli overliead. The 
intervsds of these were filled up with horizontal planks ; 
but in the earlier buildings, at least in some districts, 
no part of the walls was of stone.^ Stone houses are, 
however, mentioned as belonging to citizens of London, 
even in the reign of Henry II. and, though not often 
perhaps regularly hewn stones, yet those scattered over 
the soil or dug from flint quarries, hound together with 
a very strong and durable cement, were employed in the 
construction of manerial houses, especially in the western 
counties and other parts where ilxat material is easily 
procured.^ Gradually even in timber buildings the in- 
iiervals of the main beams, which now became perpen 
dicular, not throwing off their curved springers till they 
reached a considerable height, were occupied by stone 
walls, or where stone was expensive, by mortar or plaster, 
intersected by horizontal or diagonal beams, grooved into 
the principal piers.® This mode of building continued 
for a long time, and is still familiar to our eyes in the 
older streets of the metropolis and other towns, and in 
many parts of the country.^ Early in the fourteenth 
century the art of building with brick, which had been 
lost since the Eoman dominion, was introduced probably 
from Flanders. Though several edifices of that age are 
constructed with this material, it did not come into gene- 
ral use till the reign of Henry YI.‘ Many considerable 
houses as well as public buildings were erected with 
bricks during his reign and that of Edward lY., chiefly 
in the eastern counties, where the deficiency of stone was 
most experienced. Few. if any, brick mansion-houses 
of the fifteenth century exist, except in a dilapidated 
state ; but Queen’s College and Clare Hall at Cambridge, 
and part of Eton College, are subsisting witnesses to flie 
durability of the material as it was then employed. 

It is an error to suppose that the English gentry were 


d Whitaker’s ffist of Whalley. 

• Lyttelton, t iv. p. 130. 
f munrison says, that few of the houses 
of the coxninoniaty, except here and there 
in the west country towns, were made of 
stone, p. 314. This was ahontflSTO. 
f Hist of Whalley. 

^ "The ancient manors and honses of 
ooT gentlemen,” says Harrison, " are yet 


and for the most part, of strong timber, 
in framing whereof onr carp^ters have 
been and are worthily preferred before 
those of like science among all other 
nations, Howheit such as are lately 
bnilded are either of brick or hard stone, 
or both.” p. 316. 

i Archseologia, viL L p. 143 ; voi iv 
p 91. 
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lodged in stately or even in well-sized houses. Generally 
speaMng, their dwellings were almost as in- 
ferior to those of their descendants in capacity 
as they were in convenience. The usual 
arrangement consisted of an entrance-passage 
running through the house, with a Jiall on one side, a 
parlour beyond, and one or two chambers above, and on 
the opposite side, a kitchen, pantry, and other ofdces.^ 
Such was the ordinary manor-house of the fifteenth and 
sixteenth centuries, as appears not only from the docu- 
ments and engravings, but as to the latter period, from 
the buildings themselves, sometimes, though not very 
frequently, occupied by families of consideration, more 
often converted into farm-houses or distinct tenements. 
Larger structures were erected by men of great estates 
during the reigns of Henry IV. and Edward lY. ; but 
very few can be traced higher ; and such has been the 
effect of time, still more through the advance or decline 
of families and the progress of architectural improve- 
ment, than the natural decay of these buildings, that I 
should conceive it difficult to name a house in England, 
still inhabited by a gentleman and not belonging to ihe 
order of castles, the principal a partm ents of which are 
older than the reign of Henry VTI. The instances at 
least must be extremely few.“ 

France by no means appears to have made a greater 
progress than our own country in domestic architecture. 
Except fortified castles, I do not find in the work of a 
very miscellaneous but apparently diligent writer," any 
considerable dwellings mentioned before the reign of 
Charles YII., and very few of so early a date." Jacques 

k Hist, of Wballey. In Strutt’s View oth^ue, par M. de Paulmy, t. iii, et 
of Manners we have an inventory of fitr- xxsL It is to be regretted that Le 
niture in the house of Mr. Richard Fer- Grand d’Aussy never completed that part 
mor, ancestor of the earl of Pomfret, at of his Vie priv^e des Fran 9 ais which 
Easton in Northamptonshire, and another was to have comprehended the history of 
in that of Sir AdHan Foskewe. Both civil architecture. Villaret has sli^tly 
these houses appear to have been of the noticed its state about 1380. t. iL p. 141. 
dimensions an d arrangement mentioned. ° Chenonceanx in Touraine was built 
® Single rooms, windows, doorways, by a nephew of Chancellor Duprat; 
&c,, of an earlier date may perhaps not Gaillon in the department of Eure by 
onfrequently be found; but such in- CardinMAmboise; both at the beginning 
stances are always to be verified by their of the sixteenth century. These are now 
Intrinsic evidmce, not by the tradition considered, in their mins, as am<mg the 
of the place, [Note IL] most ancient honses in France. A work 

‘ Mdlangee tir^ d’une grande bihli- by Buoerceau (Les plus excellens Batl« 
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Cceiir, a famous m'eroliaiit unjustly persecuted by that 
prince, had a handsome house at Paris, as well as another 
at Bourges.^ It is obvious that th"^ long calamities which 
France endured before the expulsion of the English must 
have retarded this eminent btmoh of national improve- 
ment. 

Even in Italy, where from the size of her cities and 
social refinements of her inhabitants, greater elegance 
and splendour in building were justly to be expected, 
the domestic architecture of the middle ages did not 
attain any perfection. In several towns the houses were 
covered with thatch, and suffered consequently from 
destructive fires. Costanzo, a Neapolitan historian near 
the end of the sixteenth century, remarks the change of 
manners that had occurred since the reign of Joanna II. 
one hundred and fifty years before. The great families 
under the queen expended all their weS.th on their 
retainers, and placed their chief pride in bringing them 
into the field. They were ill lodged, not sumptuously 
clothed, nor luxurious in their tables. The house of 
Caracciolo, high steward of that princess, one of the most 
powerful subjects that ever existed, having fallen into 
the hands of persons incomparably below his station, 
had been enlarged by them, as insufficient for their ac- 
commodation. If such were the case in the city of 
Naples so late as the beginning of the fifteenth century, 
we may guess how mean were the habitations in less 
polished parts of Europe. 

The two most essential improvements in architecture 
dtudng this period, one of which had been 
missed by the sagacity of Greece and Kome, 
were chimneys and glass windows. Nothing 
apparently can be more simple than the former ,* 


mens de France, 160t) gives accurate 
engravings of thirty houses; hut with 
one or two exceptions, they seem all to 
have been built in the sixteenth century. 
Even in that age, defence was naturally 
an ol^ect in conslructing a French man- 
sion-house; and where defence is to be re- 
garded, splendour and coEvenience must 
give way. The name of <Mt^u was 
not retained without meaning. 

P Melanges tir^, &c. t iii. For the 
l)rosperity and downfall of Jacques Cceur, 


see Villaret, t xvi. p. 11 ; but more es- 
pecially Mto. de I’Acad. des Inscript. 
t XX. p. 509. His mansion at Bouxges 
stiU exists, and is weU known to the 
corlons in architectural antlquily. lu 
former editions 1 have mentioned a house 
of Jacques Ooeur at Beaumont-sur-Oiae; 
but this was probably by mistake, as 1 
do not recollect, nor can find, any autho- 
rity for it. 

Giaimone, 1st. di HapoU, t BL n 

380 . 
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yet tlie wisdom of ancient times liad loeen content to let 
the smoke escape by an aperture in the centre of the 
roof; and a discovery, of which Yitruvins had not a 
glimpse, was made, perhaps in this country, by some 
forgotten semi-barbarian. About the middle of the fonr- 
teenth century the use of chimneys is distinctly mentioned 
in England and in Italy ; but they are found in several 
of our castles which bear a much older date/ This 
country seems to have lost very early the art of making 
glass, which was preserved in Erance, whence artificers 
were brought into England to furnish the windows in 
some new churches in the seventh century/ It is said 
that in the reign of Henry HI. a few ecclesiastical build- 
ings had glazed windows.* Suger, however, a centmy 
before, had adorned his great work, the abbey of St. 


*■ Mxiratori, Antich. Ital. Dissert 25, 
p. 390. Beckman, in his History of In- 
ventions, voL I., a work of very great re- 
search, cannot trace any explicit mention 
of chimneys beyond the writings of John 
Vfllani, wherein however they are not 
noticed as a new invention. Piers Plow- 
man, a few years later than Villani, 
speaks of a “ chambre with a chimney** 
in which rich men nsnally dined. But 
in the account-book of Bolton Abbey, 
under the year 1311, there is a charge 
pro fadendo camino in the rectory-house 
of Gargrave. Whitaker’s HDist. of Craven, 
p. 331. This may, I think, have been 
only an iron stove or fire-pan ; thon^ 
Dr. W. without hesitation translates it a 
chinmey. However, Mr. King, in his 
observations on ancient castles, Archseol. 
voL vi., and Mr. Strutt, in his View of 
Manners, vol. 1, describe chimneys in 
castles of a very old construction. That 
at Conisborou^ in Yorkshire is pecu- 
liarly worthy of attention, and carries 
back this important invention to a re- 
mote antiquity. 

In a recent work of some reputation, it 
is said:— "There does not appear to be 
any evidence of the use of chimney-shafts 
in England prior to the twelfth centuiy. 
In Bochester Castle, which is in all pro- 
bability the work of William Corbyl, 
about 1130, there are complete fireplaces 
with semidrcular backs, and a shaft in 
each jamh, supporting a semicircular arch 
over the opening, and that is enriched 
with the rigzag moulding ; some of these 


project slightly from the wall ; the flues, 
however, go only a few feet up in the 
thickness of the wall, and are then turned 
out at the back, the apertures being small 
oblong holes. At the castle, Hedingham. 
Essex, which is of about the same date, 
there are fireplaces and chimneys of a 
similar kind A few years later, the 
improvement of carrying the fine up the 
whole height of the wall appears; as at 
Christ Church, Hants; the keep at New- 
castle ; Sherborne Carile, &a The early 
chimney-shaits are of consideTahle hei^t, 
and similar; afterwards they assumed a 
great variety of forms, and during the 
fourteenth century they are frequently 
very diort’* Glossary of Ancient Ar- 
chitecture, p. 100, edit 1845. It is said, 
too, here that chimneys were seldom used 
in halls till near the end of the fifteenth 
century; the smoke took its course, if it 
pleased, throng a hole in the roof. 

Chimneys are still more modem in 
France ; and seem, according to Panlmy, 
to have come into common use since the 
middle of the seventeenth century. Jadis 
nos peres n’avoient qu’un unique chauf- 
foir, qui €toit commun k toute une famille 
et quelquefois k plusienrs. t liL p. 133. 
In another place, however, he says; II 
parait que les tuyaux de chemin^cs ^taient 
d^ trks en usage en France, t xxxi. 
p. 232. 

' DiwCange, v. Vibese ; Bentham’sHis* 
tory of Ely, p. 22, 

t Matt Paris; Vitie Abbanun St AIU 
1231 
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Denis, with windows, not only glazed but painted ; * and 
I presume that other chnrohes of the same class, both in 
France and England, especially after the lancet-shaped 
window had yielded to one of ampler dimensions, were 
generally decorated in a similar manner. Yet glass is 
said not to have been employed in the domestic architec- 
ture of France before the fourteenth century ; * and its 
introduction into England was probably by no means 
earlier. Nor indeed did it come into general use during 
the period of the middle ages. Glazed windows were 
considered as moveable furniture, and probably bore a 
high price. When the earls of Northumberland, as late 
as the reign of Elizabeth, left Alnwick Castle, the win- 
dows were taken out of their frames, and carefully laid 
hjJ 

But if the domestic buildings of the fifteenth century 
would not seem very spacious or convenient at Furniture 
present, far less would this luxurious genera- of houses, 
tion be content with their internal accommodations. A 
gentleman’s house containing three or four beds was 
extraordinarily well provided ; few probably had more 
than two. The walls were commonly bare, without 
wainscot or even plaster ; except that some great houses 
were furnished with hangings, and that perhaps hardly 
so soon as the reign of Edward IV. It is unnecessary to 
add, that neither libraries of books nor pictures could 
have found a place among furniture. Silver plate was 
very rare, and hardly used for the table. A few inven- 
tories of furniture that still remain exhibit a miserable 
deficiency.* And this was incomparably greater in pri- 
vate gentlemen’s houses than among citizens, and espe- 
cially foreign merchants. We have an inventory of the 
goods belonging to Contarini, a rich Venetian ti’ader, at 

“ Recueil des Hist t xii. p. lOL Rolls of Parliament A carpenter's stock 

* Paulmy, t iiL p. 132. Villaret,t xL was valued at a shilling, and consisted of 
p. 141. Macpherson, p. 679. five tools. Other tradesmen were almost 

y Northumberland Household Book, as poor; but a tanner’s stock, if there is 
preface, p. 16. Bishop Percy says, on no mistake, was worth 91. ts. 10d.,more 
the authority of Harrison, that glass was than ten times any other. Tanners were 
not commonly used in the reign of principal tradesmen, the chief part of 
Henry VUI. dress being made of leather. A few 

l^e some curions valuations of fhr- rilver cups and spoons are the only arti- 
uitnre and stock in trade at Colchester in des ot plate ; and as the formcsr are va. 
1396 and 1301. Eden’s Introdnct to lued but at one or two shilling, they had, 
Slate of the Poor, p. 20 and 25, from the I suppose, but a little silver cn the rim. 

VOL. ITI. 2 A 
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his house in St. Botolph’s Lane, a.d. 1481. There ap- 
pear to have been no less than ten beds, and ^ass En- 
dows are especially noticed as moveable furniture, No 
mention however is made of chairs or loo^g-glasses.* 
If we compare this account, however trifling in our 
estimation, with a similar inventory of furniture in 
Skipton Castle, the great honour of the earls of Cumber- 
land, and among the most splendid mansions of the 
north, not at the same period, for I have not found any 
inventory of a nobleman’s furniture so ancient, but in 
1572, after almost a century of continual improvement, 
we shall be astonished at the inferior provision of the 
baronial residence. There were not more than seven or 
eight beds in this great castle ; nor had any of the cham- 
bers either chairs, glasses, or carpets.^ It is in this 
sense, probably, that we must imderstand iEneas Sylvius, 
if he meant any thing more than to express a traveller’s 
discontent, when he declares that the kings of Scotland 
would rejoice to be as well lodged as the second class of 
citizens at Nuremberg.® Few burghers of that town had 
mansions, I presume, equal to the palaces of Dumferlin 

® Nicholl's Illustrations, p- n®. In table and a few cbaire; tbe chambras 
Otis work, among several interesting facts above bad two best beds, and there was 
of the same dass, we have another invao- one servant's bed; but the inferior 
tory of the goods of "John Port, late the servants had only mattresses on tbe 
king's servant,” who died about 1524 : be floor. The best chambers had window 
seems to have been a man of some con- shutters and curtains. Mr. Fermor, being 
^deration and probably a merchant The a merchant, was probably better supplied 
house consisted of a halt parlour, buttery, than the nei^bouring gentry. His plate 
and kitchen, with two chambers, and one however consisted only of sixteen spoons, 
smaller, on the floor above ; a napery, or and a few goblets and ale pots. Sir 
linen room, and three garrets, besides a Adrian Foskewe’s opulence appears to 
diop, which was probably detached, have been greater; he had a service of 
There were five bedsteads in the house, silver plate, and his parlour was fttr- 
and on the whole a great deal of furni- nidiedwith hangings. This was in 1639; 
tore for those times ; mnch more than I it is not to be imagined that a kni^t of 
have seen in any other inventory His the shire a hundred years before would 
plate IS valued at 94L; his jewels at 23?.; have rivalled even this scanty provision 
his funeral expenses come to *131. Bs. Sd. of moveables. Strutt’s View of Manners, 
p. 119 . voL iii. p. 63. These details, trifling as 

b Whitaker’s Hist of Craven, p. 289. they may appear, are absolutely neces- 
A better notion of the accommodations sary in order to give an idea with some 
usual in the rank immediately below precision of a state of national wealth so 
may be collected j&om two inventories totally diflerent from the present, 
published by Strutt, one of Mr. Fennor’s ® Cuperent tarn egregih Scotorum regea 

house at Easton, the other Sir Adrian qukmmediocresNnremhergSB civeshabi- 
Fodkewe’s. I have mentioned the size of tare. iSn. Sylv. apnd Schmidt, ffist. de! 
these gentlmien’s houses already. In AUem. t, v. p. 510. 
tbe foimer, the parlour had wainscot, a 
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or Stirling, iDTit it is not nnlikely that they were better 
famished 

In the construction of farm-houses and cottages, es- 
pecially the latter, there have probably been Farm-houfles 
fewer changes; and those it would be more and cottages, 
difficult to foUow. No building of this class can be sup- 
posed to exist of the antiquity to which the present work 
is confined ; and I do not know that we have any docu- 
ment as to the inferior architecture of England, so 
valuable as one which M. de Paulmy has quoted for 
that of France, though perhaps more strictly applicable 
to Italy, an illuminated manuscmt of the fourteenth 
century, being a translation of Crescentio's work on 
agriculture, illustrating the customs, and, among other 
things, the habitations of the agricultural class. Accord- 
ing to Paulmy, there is 40 other difference between an 
ancient and a modem farm-house than arises from the in- 
troduction of tiled roofs.^ In the original work of Cres- 
centio, a native of Bologna, who composed this treatise 
on ru]^ affairs about the year 1300, an Italian farm- 
house, when built at least according to his plan, appears 
to have been commodious both in size and arrangement.* 
Cottages in England seem to have generally consisted of 
a single room without division of stories. Chimneys 
were unknown in such dwellings till the early part of 
Elizabeth’s reign, when a very rapid and sensible im- 
provement took place in the comforts of our yeomanry 
and cottagers.^ 

It must be remembered that I have introduced this 
disadvantageous representation of civil archi- Ecclesiastical 
tecture, as a proof of general poverty and back- architectare. 
wardness in the refinements of life. Considered in its 
higher departments, that art is the principal boast of the 
middle ages. The common buildings, especially those 
of a public kind, were constructed with sTnll and atten- 
tion to durability. The castellated style displays these 


d .. iiL p. I2ir. 

® Crescentius in CommoduiD Bnra* 
Hum. (Ijovaniae, al)sqne aimo.) This 
old edition contains many coarse wo^jden 
cats, possibly taken fixim the illmni- 
iMti ons which Panhny fonnd in his mann- 
script 

* Hanison's accoimt of England, pre- 


fixed to HoUlngshed’s Chronicles. Chim- 
neys were not used In the fiurm-honses of 
Chedaire till within forty years of the 
publication of King's Vale-royal (1656); 
the fire was in the midst of the house, 
against a hob of day, and the oxen lived 
under the same root Whitaker’s Craven, 
p.33i. 


2 a2 
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qualities in great perfection ; the means are well adapted 
to their objects, and its imposing grandeur, though 
chiefly resulting no doubt from massiveness and histori- 
cal association, sometimes indicates a degree of arcMteo- 
tural genius in the conceptien. But the most remarkable 
works of this art are the religious edifices erected in the 
twelfth and three following centuries. These structures, 
uniting sublimity in general composition with the beauties 
of variety and form, intricacy of parts, skilful or at least 
fortunate effects of shadow and light, and in some 
instances with extraordinary mechanical science, are 
naturally apt to lead those antiquaries who are most 
conversant with them into too partial estimates of the 
times wherein they were founded. They certainly are 
accustomed to behold the fairest side of the picture. It 
was the favourite and most honourable employment of 
.ecclesiastical wealth, to erect, to enlarge, to repair, to 
decorate cathedral and conventual churches. An im- 
mense capital must have been expended upon these 
buildings in England between the Conquest and the 
Keformation. And it is pleasing to observe how the seeds 
of genius, hidden as it were under the frost of that dreary 
winter, began to bud in the first sunshine of encourage- 
ment. In the darkest period of the middle ages, espe- 
• oially after the Scandinavian incursions into France and 
England, ecclesiastical architecture, though always far 
more advanced than any other art, bespoke the rudeness 
and poverty of the times. It began towards the latter 
part of the eleventh century, when tranquillity, at least 
as to former enemies, was restored, and some degree of 
learning re-appeared, to assume a more noble appearance. 
Ihe Anglo-Norman cathedrals were perhaps as much dis- 
tinguished above other works of man in their own age, 
as the more splendid edifices of a later period. The 
science manifested in them is not, however, very great ; 
and their style, though by no means destitute of lesser 
beauties, is upon the whole an awkward imitation of 
Roman architecture, or perhaps more immediately of the 
Saracenic buildings in Spain and those of the lower 
Oreek empire.® But about ^e middle of the twelfth 

8 The Saracenic architecture was once occur, I believe, in any Moorish build- 
conceived to nave been the parent of the ings; while the great mosqne of Cordova, 
tioihic. But the pointed arch ^oes not built in the ei^th century, resembles. 
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centuiy, tiiis manner iDegan to give place to wliat m 
improperly denominated the Gothic architecture ; of 
which the pointed arch, formed by the segments of two 
intersecting semicircles of equal radius and described 
about a common diameter, has geinerally been deemed 
the essential characteiistic. We are not concerned at 
present to inquire whether this style ori^nated in Prance 
or Germany, Italy or England, since it was certainly 
almost simultaneous in all these countries ; nor from 


except by its superior beauty and magni- 
ficence, one of our oldest cathedrals ; the 
nave of Gloucester, for example, or 
Durham. Even the vaulting is similar, 
and seems to indicate some imitation, 
t.hnTigh perhaps of a common model. 
Compare Arohseologia, voL xvii. plate 1 
and 2, with Murphy’s Arabian Antiqui- 
ties, plate 5. The pillars indeed at 
Cordova are of the Corinthian order, 
perfectly executed, if we may trust the 
engraving, and the work, 1 presume, of 
Christian architects j while those of our 
Angio-Nonnan cathedrals are generally 
an imitation of the Tuscan shaft, the 
builders not venturing to trust their roofs 
to a more slender support, thou^ Corin- 
thian folh^e is common in the capitals, 
especially those of smaller ornamental 
columns. In fact, the Roman architec- 
tnre is universally acknowledged to have 
produced what we call the Saxon or 
Norman; but it is remarkable that it 
should have been adopted, with no varia- 
tion bnt that of the singular horse-shoe 
arch, by the Moors of Spain. 

The Gothic, or pointed arch, thou^ 
very uncommon in the genuine Saracenic 
of Spain and the Levant, may be found 
in some prints from. Eastern buildings; 
and is particularly striking in the facade 
of the great mosqne at Lncknow, in Sklt’s 
designs for Lord Vsdentla’s Travels. 
The pointed arch buildings in the Holy 
Land have all been traced to the age of 
the Crusades, Some arches, if they de- 
serve the name, that have been referred 
to this dass, are not pointed by their 
construction, but rendered such by cutting 
‘ efif and hollowing the prelections of hoxi- 
iKmtal stones. 

h Gibbon has assfrted, what ntfght 
Justify this appellatii r , that •• the image 
S'f Theodoric’s palace at Verona, still ex- 
tant on a coin, represents the oldest and 


most authentic model of Gothic archi- 
tecture.” vol. vii. p. 33. For this he 
refers to Maffei, Verona Ulnstrata, p. 31, 
where we find an engraving, not indeed 
of a coin, bnt of a seal; the building re- 
presented on which is in a totally dissi- 
milar style. The following passages in 
Cassiodorus, for which 1 am indebted to 
M. Ginguen^, Hist litter, de ITtalie, t i. 
p. 55, would be more to the purpose: 
Quid dicamus columnarum junceam pro- 
ceritatem ? moles illas sublimissimas fa- 
bricarum quasi quibusdam erectis hasti- 
Hbus contineri. These columns of reedy 
slenderness, so well described by juncea 
proceritas, are said to be found in the 
cathedral of Montreal in Sicily, built in 
the ei^th centuiy. Knight s Principles 
of Taste, p. 162. They are not however 
sufficient to justify the denomination of 
Gothic, which is usually coiffined to the 
pointed arch style. 

i The famous abbot Suger, minister of 
Louis VI., rebuilt St Denis about 1140. 
The cathedral of Laon is said to have 
been dedicated in 1114. Hist Litteraire 
de la France, t ix. p. 220. I do not know 
in what style the latter of these churches 
is built, but the former is, or rather was. 
Gothic. Notre Dame at Paris was begun 
soon after the middle of the twelfth 
century, and completed under St Louis. 
Melanges tibr^ d'une grande bibliothhque, 
t xxxL p. 108. In il^gland, the earliest 
specimen 1 have seen of pointed arches 
is in a print of St Botolphe’s Priory at 
Colchester, said by Strutt to have been 
built in 1110. View of Manners, voL i, 
plate 30. These are apertures formed 
by excavating the space contained by 
the intersection of semicircular, or Saxon 
arches ; which are perpetually disposed, 
by way of ornament on the outer as well 
as inner surface of old churches, so aa to 
cut each other, and consequenwy to pro- 
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wliat source it was derived — a question of no small diffi- 
culty, I would only venture to remark, that whatever 
may be thought of the origin of the pointed arch, for 
which there is more than one mode of accounting, we 
must perceive a very oriental character in the vast pro- 
fusion of ornament, especially on the exterior surface, 
which is as distinguishing a mark of Gothic buildings as 
their arches, and contributes in an eminent degree both 
to their beauties and to their defects. This indeed is 
rather applicable to the later than the earlier stage of 
architecture, and rather to continental than English 
churches. Amiens is in a far more florid style than Salis- 
bury, though a contemporary structure. The Gothic 
species of architecture is thought by most to have reached 
ife perfection, considered as an object of taste, by the 
middle or perhaps the close of the fourteenth century, or 
at least to have lost something of its excellence by the 
corresponding part of the next age ; an effect of its early 
and rapid cultivation, since arts appear to have, like 
individuals, their natural progress and decay. The me- 

<duce the figure of a Gothic arch ; and if The circular and pointed forms, instead 
there is no mistake in the date, are of one having at once supplanted the 
probably among the most ancient of that other, were concurrent in the same build- 
afyle in Europe. Those of the church of ing, through Geimany, Italy, and S^Tit* 
St. Cross near Winchester are of the reign zerland, for some centuries. I will just 
of Stephen ; and generally speaking, the add to the instances mentioned by Mr. 
pointed style, especially in vaulting, the Hope and others, and which every tra- 
most Important object in the construction veller may corroborate, one not very weU 
of a bnilding, is not considered as older known, perhaps as early as any,— -the 
than Henry U. The nave of Canterbury crypt of the cathedral at Basle, built 
•cathedral, of the erection of which by a under the reign of the emperor Henry 
French architect about 1176 we have a ZI., near the commencement of the 
fill! account in Gervase ^wysden, Decern eleventh century, where two pointed 
Scriptores, coL 1289), and the Temple with three circular arches stand toge* 
•church, dedicated in 1183, are thejmoat ther, evidently from want of space 
■ancient Tgri g iiRh buildings altogether in enough to preserve the same breadth 
the Gothic manner. with the necessary hei^t. The same 

The subject of ecclesiastical architeo- circumstance will be found, I thin k , in 
ture in the middle ages has been so fblly the crypt of St. Denis, near Paris, which, 
discussed by intelligent and observant however, is not so old. The writings of 
writers since these pages were first pub- Hope, Bickman, Whewell, and Willis are 
Ushed, that they require some correction, prominent among many that have thrown 
The oriental theory for the origin of the li^t on this subject. The beauty and 
pointed architecture, though not given magnificence of the pointed style is ao 
up, has not generally stood its ground; knowledged on all sides; perhaps the 
there seems more reason to believe that imitation of it has been tro servile, and 
it was first adopted in Germany, as Mr. with^too much forgetfulness of some very 
Hope has shown; but at first in single important changes in onrieligiouseu^ect 
exches, not in the construction of the rendering that simply ornamental which 
entire building was once directed toa great ol^ect* [1848, 
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chanical execution, liowever, continued to improve, and 
is so far beyond tbe apparent intellectual powers of those 
times, that some have ascribed the principal ecclesiastical 
structures to the fraternity of freemasons, depositaries of 
a concealed and tiaditionary science. There is probably 
some ground for this opinion ; and the earlier archives 
of that mysterious association, if they existed, might 
illustrate fiie progress of Gothic architecture, and per- 
haps reveal its origin. The remarkable change into this 
new style, that was almost contemporaneous in every 
part of Europe, cannot be explained by any local cir- 
cumstances, or the capricious ^te of a single nation.’" 

It would be a pleasing task to trace with satisfactory 
exactness the slow, and almost perhaps insen- 
sible progress of agriculture and internal im- 
provement during the latter period of the gree pro- 
middle ages. But no diligence could recover 
the unrecorded history of a single village ; though con- 
siderable attention has of late been paid to this inte- 
resting subject by those antiquaries, who, though 
sometimes affecting to despise the lights of modern 
philosophy, are unconsciously guided by their effulgence. 
I have already adverted to the wretched condition of 
agriculture during the prevalence of feudal tenures, as 
well as before their general establishment." Yet even 


k The GurioTis subject of freemasonry 
has unfortonatel 7 been treated only by 
panegyrists or calumniators, both equally 
mendacious. 1 do not wish to pry into 
the mysteries of the craft; but it would 
be interesting to know more of their 
history during the period when they 
were literally architects. They are 
charged by an act of parliament, 3 H. 
VL c. L, with fixing the price of their 
laoour in their annual chapters, contrary 
to the statute of labourers, and such 
chapters are consequently prcdiibited. 
This is their first persecution; they 
have since undergone others, and are 
perhaps reserved for still more. It is 
r emark able, that masons were never 
legally incorporated, like other traders ; 
their bond of union being stronger than 
any charter. The article Maso^ in 
tne Encyclopaedia Britannica Is worth 
reading. 

® I cannot resist the pleasure of tran- 


scribing a lively and eloquent passage 
from Ur. Whitaker. "Could a curious 
observer of the present day carry himself 
nine or ten centuries hack, and ranging 
the summit of Pendle survey the forked 
vale of Calder on one side, and the bolder 
margins of Kibble and Hadder on the 
other, instead of populous towns and 
villages, the castle, the old tower-hnilt 
house, the elegant modem mansion, the 
artificial plantation, the inclosed park 
and pleasure ground; instead of unin- 
terrupted tuclosures which have driven 
sterility almost to the summit of the fella, 
how great must tuen have been the con- 
trast, when ranging either at a distance, 
or immediately breath, his eye must 
have caught vast tracts of forest ground 
stagnating with bog or darkered by 
native woods, where the wild ox, tne roe, 
the stag, and the wolf, had soarcely 
learned the supremacy cf man, when, 
directing bis view to 'Xt intermediate 
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in tlie least civilized ages, there were not wanting 
partial encouragements to cultivation, and the ameliora- 
ting principle of human indnstiy struggled against 
destructive revolutions and barbarous disorder. The 
devastation of war from the fifth to the eleventh century 
rendered land the least costly of all gifts, though it must 
ever be the most truly valuable and permanent. Many 
of the grants to monasteries, which strike us as enormous, 
were of districts absolutely wasted, which would pro- 
bably have been reclaimed by no other means. We owe 
the agricultural restoration of great part of Europe to 
the monks. They chose, for the sake of retirement, 
secluded regions which they cultivated with the labour 
of their hands." Several charters are extant, granted to 


spaces, to the windings of the valleys, or 
the expanse of plains beneath, he conld 
only have distingniahed a few insnlated 
patches of cnltore, each encircling a 
village of wretched cabins, among which 
would still he remarked one mde man- 
sion of wood, scarcely equal in comfort 
to a modem cottage, yet then lising 
proudly eminent above the rest, where 
the Saxon lord, snrroxinded by his &ith- 
fhl cotarii, enjoyed a mde and solitary 
independence, owning no superior but 
his sovereign.” Hist, of Whalley, p, 133. 
About a fourteenth part of this parish of 
WhaUqy was cultivated at the time of 
Domesday. This proportion, however, 
would h j no means hold in the counties 
south of Trent. 

® “ Of the Anglo-Saxon husbandry we 
may remark,” says Mr. Turner, "that 
Domesday Smvey ^ves us some ^dica- 
tion that the cultivation of ihe ^urch 
lands was much superior to that of any 
other order of society. They have much 
less wood upon them, and less common 
of pasture : and what they had appears 
often in smaller and more irr^ular pieces; 
while their meadow was more abundant^ 
and in more numerous distributions.” 
Hist, of Anglo-Saxons, voL ii. p. HI, 

It was the glory of St Benedicts re- 
fonn, to have substituted bodily labour 
for the supine indolence of oriental as- 
oetidsm. ]u the East it was more diffi- 
cult to succeed in such an endeavour, 
though it had been made. " The Bene- 
iictins have been,” says Guizot, “ the 


great clearers of land in Europe. A 
colony, a little swarm of monks, settled 
in places nearly nncultivated, often iu 
the midst of a pagan population, in 
Germany, for example, or in Britany ; 
there, at once missionaries and labourers, 
they accomplished their double service 
through peril and fatigue.” Civilis. en 
France, Le^on 14. The north-eastern 
parts of France, as far as the Lower Seine, 
were reduced into cultivation by the dis* 
ciples of St. Columhan, in the sixth and 
seventh centuries. The proofs of this are 
iu Mabillon^s Acta Sanctorum Ord. 
Bened- See Mdm. de 1’ Acad, des Sciences 
Morales et Politiques, iiL 708. 

Guizot has appreciated the rale of St. 
Benedict with that candid and favourable 
spirit whidi he always has brought to 
the history of the church : anxious, as it 
seems, not only to escape the imputation 
of Protestant pr^ndices by others, but 
to combat them in his own mind ; and 
aware, also, that the partial misrepre- 
sentations of Voltaire had sunk mto the 
minds of many who were listening to his 
lectures. Compared with the writers of 
the ei^teenth century, who were too 
much alienated by the faults of the clergy 
to acknowledge any redeeming virtues, 
or even with Sismondi, who, coming in a 
moment of reaction, feared the returning 
influence of mediasval prejudices, Guia t 
stands forward as an equitable and indul- 
gent ^xubitrator. In this spirit he says 
of the rule of St, Benedict— La pensee 
morale et la discipline generate en soni 
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convents, and sometimes to laymen, of lands wHcli they 
had recovered j&rom a desert condition, after the ravages 
of the Saracens.® Some districts were allotted to a body 
of Spanish colonists, who emigrated, in the reign of 
Louis the Debonair, to live xmder a Christian sovereign.^ 
Nor is this the only instance of agricultural colonies. 
Charlemagne transplanted part of his conquered Saxons 
into rianders, a country at that time almost unpeopled ; 
and at a much later period, there was a remarkable 
reflux from the same country, or rather from Holland to 
the coasts of the Baltic Sea. In the twelfth century, 
great numbers of Dutch colonists settled along the whole 
line between the Ems and the Yistula. They obtained 
grants of uncultivated land on condition of fixed rents, 
and were governed by their own laws under magistrates 
of their own election.*^ 

There cannot be a more striking proof of the low con- 
dition of English agriculture in the eleventh century, 
than is exhibited by Domesday Book. Though almost 
all England had been partially cultivated, and we find 
nearly the same manors, except in the north, which exist 
at present, yet the value and extent of cultivated ground 
are inconceivably small. With every allowance for the 
inaccuracies and partialities of those by whom that 


s^v^res ; xnai£ dans le detail de la vie elle 
eat hximaine et moderde ; pins hnxnalne, 
plus moddrde qne les lois barlMiTes, qne les 
mcents gdndrales dn temps; et je ne 
donte pas qne les fr^res, renfennds dans 
rintdrienr d’nn monast^, n’y fussent 
gonvemds par nne antorite, ^ tout 
prendre, et pins raisonnable, et d’nne 
xnani^e moins dure qn’ils ne I’enssent 
dtd dans la socidtd civile. 

® Thns, in Marca Hispanica, Appendix, 
p. 'ftO, vre have a grant finm Lothaire L 
in 834, to a person and his brother, of 
lands which their father, ab eremo in 
Septimanift trahens, had possessed by a 
cnarter of Charlem^e. See too p. 773, 
and other places. Dn Cange, v. Eremus, 
gives also a few instances. 

P Dn Cange, v. Aprisio. Balnze, Ca- 
pitalaria, tip. 549. They were per- 
mitted to decide petty snits among 
themselves, bnt for more important 


matters were to repair to the county- 
court A liberal policy runs through 
the whole charter. See more on the 
same snlid^^ P* 

9 I owe this fact to M. Heeren, Essai 
snr rinfiuenee des Croisades, p. 226. An 
inundation in their own country is sup- 
posed to have immediately produced this 
emigration ; but it was probably succes- 
sive, and connected with political as well 
as physical causes of greater p^manence 
The first instrument in which they are 
mentioned is a grant from the bishop of 
Hambui^h in 1106. This colony has 
affected file local usages, as well as the 
denominations of things and places along 
the northern coast of Germany. It must 
be presumed that a large proportion ot 
the emigrants were diverted from agri- 
culture to people the commercial cities 
which grew up in the twelfth century 
upon that coast. 
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famous survey was completed/ we are lost in amazement 
at the constant recurrence of two or three carucates in 
demesne, with other lands occupied by ten or a dozen 
villeins, valued altogether at forty shillings^ as the 
return of a manor, which now would yield a competent 
income to a gentleman. If Domesday Book can be con- 
sidered as even approaching to accuracy in respect of 
these estimates, agriculture must certainly have made a 
veiy material progress in the four succeeding centuries. 
This however is rendered probable by other documents. 
Ingulfos, abbot of Croyland under the Conqueror, sup- 
plies an early and interesting evidence of improvement.* 
Kichard de Eules, lord of Deeping, he tells us, being 
fond of agriculture, obtained permission from the abbey 
to inclose a large portion of marsh for the purpose of 
separate pasture, excluding the Welland by a strong 
dike, upon which he erected a town, and rendering 
those stagnant fens a garden of Eden.* In imitation 
of this spirited cultivator, the inhabitants of Spalding 
and some neighbouring villages by a common resolu- 
tion divided Iheir marshes amongst them; when some 
converting them to tillage, some reserving them for 
meadow, others leaving them in pasture, they found a 
rich soil for every purpose. The abbey of Croyland 
and villages in tlmt neighbourhood followed this ex- 
ample.’* This early instance of parochial inclosure is 
not to be overlooked in the history of social progress. 
By the statute of Merton, in the 20th of Henry HI., 
the lord is permitted to approve, that is, to indose the 
waste lands of his manor, provided he leave sufficient 
common of pasture for the freeholders. Higden, a 


' Ingulfos tells us that the commis- 
bioners were pious enough to fiivour 
Croyland, returning its possessions inac- 
curately, both as to measurement and 
value; ncn ad verum pretium, nec ad 
venuu spatium nostrum monasterium 
(ibrabant misericorditer, prsecaventes in 
futunun regis exactionlbus. p.79. I may 
lust observe by the way, that lugulfta 
^ves the plain meaning of the word 
Domesday, which has been disputed. 
The book was so called, he says, pro sn& 
geaeralitate omnia tenementa totius 


terrse int^& continente ; that is, it was 
as general and conclusive as the last 
judgment will be, 

* This of course is sul^ect to the doubt 
as to the authenticii 7 of Ingulfos. 

t 1 Gale, XV Script, p. 77. 

“ Communl plebiscito viritim inter se 
diviserunt, et qnidam suas portiones agrl- 
colantes, quidam ad foenum conservantes 
quidam ut prius ad pastnram suorom 
animalinfSt, separaliter jacere permit* 
tentes, terram pinguem et nberem 
pererunt p. 94. 
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writer who lived ahout the time of Eichard II., says, 
in reference to the nmnber of hydes and vills of Eng^ 
land at the Conquest, that by clearing of woods, and 
ploughing up wastes, there were many more of each 
in his age than formerly.* And it might be easily pre- 
sumed, independently of proof, that woods were cleared, 
marshes drained, and wastes brought into tillage, during 
the long period that the house of Plantagenet sat on 
the throne. From manerial surveys indeed and similar 
instruments, it appears that in some places there was 
nearly as much ground cultivated in the reign of Edward 
in. as at the present day. The condition of different 
counties however was very far fi-om being alike, and in 
general the northern and western parts of England were 
the most backward.^ 

The culture of arable land was very imperfect. Fleta 
remarks, in the reign of Edward I. or II., that unless an 
acre yielded more than six bushels of com, the fe.rmer 
would be a loser, and the land yield no rent.* And Sir 
John Cullum, from very minute accounts, has calculated 
that nine or ten bushels were a Ml average crop on an 
acre of wheat. An amazing excess of tillage accompar 
nied, and partly, I suppose, produced this imperfect 
cultivation. In Hawsted, for example, under Edward I., 
there were thirteen or fourteen hundred acres of arable, 
and only forty-five of meadow ground. A similar dis- 
proportion occurs almost invariably in every account we 
possess.® This seems inconsistent with the low price of 
cattle. But we must recollect, that the common pasture, 
often the most extensive part of a manor, is not included, 
at least by any specific measurement, in these surveys. 
The rent of land differed of course materially ; sixpence 
an acre seems to have been about the average for arable 
land in the thirteenth century,'* though meadow was at 

1 Gile, XV Script, p. 201. *• CaUum, p. 100, 220. Eden’s State 

y A good deal of information upon the of Poor, Icc. p. 48. Whitaker’s Craven, 
former state of agricnltaie will be found p. 45, 336. 

M. CoUnin’s History of Hawsted. Blome- b I infer this from a number of pas- 
fi^’s Norfolk is in this L*espect among sages in Blomefield, CuUnm, and oiher 
the most valuable of our local histories, writers. Heame says, that an acre was 
Sir Frederic Eden, in the first part of his often called Solidata terrse ; because the 
excellent work on the poor, hs^’boUected yearly rent of one on tht Zand was a 
several interesting facts. shilling. Lib. Nig. Scacc. p. 3l. 

* kiLaa. 
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double or treble tliat Siam. But the landlords were 
naturally solicitous to augment a revenue that became 
more and more inadequate to their luxuries. They greTV 
attentive to agricultural concerns, and perceived that a 
high rate of produce, against which their less enlightened 
ancestors had been used to clamour, would bring much 
more into their coffers than it took away. The exporta- 
tion of com had been absolutely prohibited. But the 
statute of the 15th Henry YI. c. 2, reciting that “ on 
this account, farmers and others who use husbandry, 
cannot sell their com but at a low price, to the great 
damage of the realm,” permits it to be sent any where 
but to the king’s enemies, so long as the quarter of 
wheat shall not exceed 6^. in value, or that of 
barley 3^. 

The price of wool was fixed in the thirty-second year 
of the same reign at a Tninimum, below which no person 
was suffered to buy it, though he might give more f a 
provision neither wise nor equitable, but obviously sug- 
gested by the same motive. Whether the rents of land 
were augmented in any degree through these measures, 
I have not perceived ; their great rise took place in the 
reign of Henry VIII., or rather afterwards."^ The usual 
price of land under Edward IV. seems to have been ten 
years’ purchase.® 

It may easily be presumed that an English writer can 
Its condition very little information as to the state 

inFi^ce of agriculture in foreign countries. In such 
and Italy, ^orks relating to Prance as have fallen within 
my reach, I have found nothing satisfactory, and cannot 
pretend to determine, whether the natural tendency of 
mankind to ameliorate their condition had a greater 
influence in promoting agriculture, or the vices inherent 
in the actual order of society, and those public misfor- 
tunes to which that kingdom was exposed, in retardmg 
it.^ The state of Italy was far different ; the rich 


® Eot Pari, voL V. p. 275. 
d A passage in Bishop Latimer’s ser- 
iDons» too often quoted to require repeti- 
lioa, riiows that land was much underlet 
about the end of the fifteenth centniy. 
His &ther. he says, kept half a dozen 


husbandmen, and milked thirty cows, on 
a farm of three or four pounds a year 
It Is not surprising that he lived at 
plentifully, as his son describes. 

* Kymer, t. xli. p. 204 
f Velly and Villaret scarcely raentioj. 
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Lombard plains, still more fertilized by irrigation, be- 
came a garden, and agricultnre seems to have reached 
the excellence which it still retains. The constant war- 
fare indeed of neighbouring cities is not very favourable 
to industry ; and upon this account we might incline to 
place the greatest territorial improvement of Lombardy 
at an era rather posterior to that of her republican 
government; but from this it primarily sprung; and 
without the subjugation of the feudal aristocracy, and 
that perpetual demand upon the fertility of the earth 
which an increasing population of citizens produced, 
the valley of the Po would not have yielded more to 
human labour than it had done for several preceding 
centuries.^ Though Lombardy was extremely populous 
in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, she exported 
large quantities of com.^ The very ourioT;is treatise of 
Crescentius exhibits the full details of Italian husbandry 
about 1300, and might afford an interesting comparison 
to those who are acquainted with its present state. That 
state indeed in many parts of Italy displays no symptoms 
of decline. But whatever mysterious influence of soil 
or climate has scattered the seeds of death on the western 
regions of Tuscany, had not manifested itself in the 
middle ages. Among uninhabitable plains, the traveller 
is struck by the ruins of innumerable castles and villages, 
monuments of a time when pestilence was either unfelt, 
or had at least not forbad the residence of mankind. 
Volterra, whose deserted walls look dovm upon that 
tainted solitude, was once a small but free republic; 
Siena, round whom, though less depopulated, the ma- 
lignant influence hovers, was once almost the rival of 
Florence. So melancholy and apparently irresistible 
a decline of culture and population through physical 
causes, as seems to have gradually overspread that por- 
tion of Italy, has not perhaps been experienced in any 
other part of Europe, unless we except Iceland. 

The Italians of the fourteenth century seem to have 
paid some attention to an art, of which, both as 
related to cultivation and to architecture, our 

this snhject ; and Le Gxand%ierely tells state of n^lect, mi^t be luterestixi;:;. 
ns that it was entirely neglected; but « Mnratori, Dissert 21. 
tiie details of such an art, even in its h Denina, L zl. c 7. 
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own forefathers were almost entirely ignorant, Crescen- 
tins dilates upon horticnlture, and gives a pretty long 
list of herbs both esculent and medicinal.* His notions 
about the ornamental department are rather beyond 
what we should expect, and I do not know that his 
scheme of a flower-garden could be much amended. His 
general arrangements, which are minutely detailed wiih 
evident fondness for the subject, would of course appear 
too formal at present ; yet less so than those of subse- 
quent times ; and though acquainted with what is called 
•file topiary art, that of training or cutting trees into 
regular figures, he does not seem to run into its extra- 
vagance. Eegular gardens, according to Paulmy, were 
not made in France till the sixteenth or even seventeenth 
century;*' yet one is said to have existed at the Louvre, 
of much older construction.® England, I believe, had 
nothing of the ornamental Mnd, unless it were some 
trees regularly disposed in the orchard of a monastery. 
Even the common horticultural art for culinary purposes, 
though not entirely neglected, since the produce of 
gardens is sometimes mentioned in ancient deeds, had 
not been cultivated with much attention," The esculent 
vegetables now most in use were introduced in the reign 
of Elizabeth, and some sorts a great deal later. 

I should leave this slight survey of economical history 

^ still more imperfect, were I to make no obser- 
■vaiTie^S ° vation on the relative values of money. Without 
money. something like precision in our notions upon this 
subject, every statistical inquiry becomes a source of con- 
fusion and error. But considerable difficulties attend the 
discussion. These arise principally from two causes ; the 
inaccuracy or partial representations of historical writers, 
on whom we are accustomed too implicitly to rely, and 
the change of manners, which renders a certain command 
over articles of purchase less adequate to our wants than 
it was in former ages. 

The fiirst of these difficulties is capable of being re- 
moved by a circumspect use of authorities. When this 
part of statistical history began to excite attention, 

1 Denina, 1. vi. * 

UL|i. 145 ; t. zzxi. p. 258. Be la Mare, Traits de la Police, t. iii. pu S80. 

“ Eden's state cf Poor, voU i p. 5L 
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wldcli was hardly perhaps before the publication of 
Bishop Fleetwood’s Chronicon Preoiosmn, so few au- 
thentic documents had been published with respect to 
prices, that inquirers were glad to have recourse to 
historians, even when not contemporary, for such facts 
as they had thought fit to record. But these historians 
were sometimes too distant from the times concerning 
which they wrote, and too careless in their general 
character, to merit much regard ; and even when contem- 
porary, were often credulous, remote from the concerns 
of the world, and, at the best, more apt to register some 
extraordinary phenomenon of scarcity or cheapness, than 
the average rate of pecuniary dealings. The one ought, 
in my opinion, to be absolutely rejected as testimonies, 
the other to be sparingly and diffidently admitted.® For 
it is no longer necessary to lean upon such uncertain 
witnesses. During the last century a very laudable in- 
dustry has been shown by antiquaries in the pubHoation 
of account-books belonging to private persons, registers 
of expenses in convents, returns of markets, valuations 
of goods, tavem-bills, and in short every document, 
however trifling in itself, by which this important subject 
can be illustrated. A sufficient number of such autho- 
rities, proving the ordinary tenor of prices rather tha n 
any remarkable deviations from it, are the true basis of 
a table, by which all changes in the value of money should 


Mr P. Edffli, wh<Ke table of prices, and argues on the supposition, that the 
though capable of some improvement, is price of wheatfluctuated in the thirteenth 
perhaps the best that has appeat^ century, from U. to 6L 8s. a quarter, vol 
would, I think, have acted better, by L p. 18. Certidnly, if any dbxonicler 
omitting all references to mere historians, mentioned such a price as the latter 
and relying entirely on regular docu- equivalent to 160L at present, we should 
ments. I do not however Include local either suppose that his text was corrupt, 
histories, such as the Annals of Dun- or r^ect it as an absurd exaggeration, 
staple, when they record the market- But, in fact, the author has, through 
prices of their nei^bourhood, in respect haste, mistaken 6s. ad. for 6Z. 8s., as will 
of which the book last mentioned is appear by referriug to his own table of 
almost in the nature cff a raster. Dr. prices, where it is set down rightly. It 
Whitaker remarks the Inexactness of Is observed by Mr. Macpberson, a very 
Stowe, who says that wheat sold in competent judge, that the aiitumetical 
London, a.d. 15li, at 20s. a quarter: statements of the best historians of tho 
whereas it appears to have been at 9s. in middle ages are seldom correct, owii^ 
lABcashire, where it was always dearer partly to their neglect of examinatioD, 
than in the metropolis. Hist, of Whalley, and partly to blunders of tranacribersj 
p. 97. It is an odd mistake, in^& which Annai p of Commerce, vol. L jp. 

Sir F. IMen has fhllen, when he asserts 
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be measured. I liave little doubt but that SHcb a tal:lo 
miglit be constructed from tbe data we possess with 
tolerable exactness, suj0&cient at least to supersede one 
often quoted by political economists, but wHch appears 
to be founded upon very superficial and erroneous in- 
quiries.P 

It is by no means required that I should here offer 
such a table of values, which, as to every country except 
England, I have no means of constructing, and which, 
even as to England, would be subject to many difficulties.*’ 
But a reader unaccustomed to these investigations ought 
to have some assistance in comparing the prices of ancient 
times with those of his own. I will therefore, without 
attempting to ascend very high, for we have really no 
sufficient data as to the period immediately subsequent 
to the Conquest, much less that which preceded, endeJi- 
vour at a sort of approximation for the thirteenth and 
fifteenth centuries. In the reigns of Henry III. and 
Edward I., previously to the first debasement of the coin 
by the latter in 1301, the ordinary price of a quarter of 
wheat appears to have been about four shillings, and that 
of barley and oats in proportion. A sheep was rather 
sold high at a shilling, and an ox might be reckoned at 
ten or twelve.’’ The value of cattle is, of course, depen- 
dent upon their breed and condition, and we have un- 

P The table of comparatiTe values by NonveUe S€rie, xiv. 230) calculates the 
Sir G^rge Shuckbm^ (Philosoph. power of sUver under Charlemagne, com- 
Transact, for 1*798, p, 196) is strangely pared with the present day, to have been 
incompatible with every result to which as nearly eleven to one. It fell after- 
ray own reading has led me. It is the wards to eight, and continued to sink 
hasty attempt of a man accustomed to during the ndddle ages ; the average of 
different studies; and one can neither prices during the fourteenth and fifteenth 
pardon the presumption of obtruding centuries, taking com as tbe standard, 
such a slovenly performance on a subject was six to one ; the comparison is of 
where the utmost diligence was required, course only for France. This is an in- 
ner the affectation with which he apolo- teresting paper, and contains tables 
gizes for “ dp a ftAnd in g from the dignity worthy of being consulted, 
of philosophy.” ' Blomefield’s History of Norfolk, and 

M. Gudrard, editor of “ Paris sous Sir J. Cullum’s of Hawsted, furnish 
Philippe le Bel,” in the Doenmens Inedits several pieces even at this early period. 
(1841, p. 365), after a comparison of the Most of them are collected by Sir F. 
prices of com, concludes that the value Eden. Fleta reckons 4^. the average 
>f silver has declined since that reign, in price of a quarter of wheat in his time. 
3&e ratio of five to one. This is much 1. 11. c.^4. This writer has a digression 
1088 we allow in England. M. on agriculture, whence however less is U 
(jciber (Mem. de I’Acad. d€s Inscript, be collected than we ^ould expecL 
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luckily no early account of kutcher’s meat ; but we can 
hardly take a less multiple than about thirty for animal 
food and eighteen or twenty for com, in order to bring 
the prices of the thirteenth century to a level with those 
of the present day.* Combining the two, and setting the 
comparative dearness of cloth against the cheapness of 
fuel and many other articles, we may perhaps consider 
any given sum under Henry III. and Edward I. as equivar- 
lent in general command over commodities to about 
twenty-four or twenty-five times their nominal value at 
present. Under Henry VI. the coin had lost one-third 
of its weight in silver, which caused a proportional in- 
crease of money prices but, so far as I can perceive, 
there had been no diminution in the value of that metal. 
We have not much information as to the fertility of the* 
mines which supplied Europe during the middle ages ; 
but it is probable that the drain of silver towards the- 
East, joined to the ostentatious splendour of courts, 
might fully absorb the usual produce. By the statute 
15 H. VI., 0 . 2, the price up to which wheat might be 
exported is fixed at 6s. 8'd., a point no doubt above the 


® The fluctuations of price have un- 
fortunately heen so great of late years, 
that it is almost as difllcult to determine 
ene side of our equation as the other. 
Any reader, however, has it in his power 
to correct my proportions, and adopt a 
greater or less multiple, according to his 
own estimate of current prices, or the 
changes that may take place from the 
time when this is written [1816]. 

t I have sometimes heen surprised at 
the fecility with which prices adjusted 
themselves to the quantity of silver con- 
tained in the current coin, in ages whidi 
appear too ignorant and too little com- 
mercial for the application of this mer- 
cantile principle. But the extensive 
dealings of the Jewish and Lombard 
usurers, who had many debtors in almost 
all parts of the country, would of itself 
introduce a knowledge, that silver, not 
its stamp, was the measure of value. I 
have mentioned in another place (voL i. 
p. 211 ) the heavy discontents excited by 
this debasement of the coin in France ; 
but the more gradual enhancement of 
nominal prices in England seems to have 
prevented any strong manifestations of a 
VOL, in. 


similar spirit at the snccessive reductions 
in value which the coin experienced from 
the year 1300, The connexion however 
between commodities and silver was well' 
understood. Wykes, an annalist of Ed- 
ward I.’s age, tells us, that the Jews 
clipped our coin, till it retained hardly 
half its due weight, the effect of which 
was a general enhancement of prices, 
and decline of foreign trade: Mercatores 
transmarini cum mercimoniis suis reg- 
num Anglia minus solito frequentabant ; 
necnon quod omnimoda venalium genera 
incomparabiliter solito fuenmt cariora. 
2 Gale, XV Script, p. 107. Another 
chronicler of the same age complains ol 
had foreign money, alloyed with copper; 
nec erat in quatnor aut quinque ex iis 
pondus tinins denarii argentii. ...... 

Eratque pessimtun saculum pro tali 
monetfl, et fiebant commutationes plu- 
rima in emptione etvenditione r^tmu 
Edward, as the historian infonns us, 
bought in this bad money at a rate 
below its value, in order to make a 
proflt; and flhed some persons who in 
terfered with his traffic. W. Heiring 
ford, ad ann. 1209. 

12 B 
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average ; and tlie private docmnents of that period, which 
are sufficiently mimerons, lead to a similar result. " Six- 
teen win he a proper mnltiple when we would bring the 
general value of money in this reign to our present 
standard.* [1816.] 

But after ascertaining the proportional values of 
money at different periods by a comparison of the prices 
in several of the chief articles of expenditure, which is 
the only fair process, we shall sometimes be surprised at 
incidental facts of tliis class which seem irreducible to 
any rule. These difficulties arise not so much from the 
relative scarcity of particular commodities, which it is 
for the most part easy to explain, as from the change in 
manners and in the usual mode of living. We have 
reached in this age so high a pitch of luxury that we 
can hardly believe or comprehend the frugality of 
ancient times; and have in general formed mistaken 
notions as to the habits of expenditure which then pre- 
vailed. Accustomed to judge of feudal and chivalrous 
ages by works of fiction, or by historians who embel- 
hShed their writings with accounts of occasional festivals 
and tournaments, and sometimes inattentive enough to 
transfer the manners of the seventeenth to the fourteenth 
century, we are not at all aware of the usual simplicity 
with which the gentry lived under Edward I. or even 
Henry VI. They drank little wine; they had no 

* These will chiefly be found in Sir 
F. Eden's table of prices; the following 
may bemadded from the account-book of 
a oonv'ent' between 1415 and 1425. 

Wh^t varied firom 4«. to 6*,— barley 
from 3a 2(2. to 45. lOd.— oats from Is. 8d. 
to 2s, 4<2.~-oxeu from l2s. to l6s,— dieep 
frorti'ls. 2d. to is. 4d,--butter |(Z. per lb. 

— eggs twenty-five for Id.— cheese id. 
per lb. Lansdowne MSS., voL L No. 28 
and 29. These prices do not always agree 
with those given in other documents of 
e^usd authority in the same period; but 
the value of provisions varied in different 
counties, and still more so in differ^t 
seasons'of the' year. 

* I insert the following comparative 
table -of English money from Sir Fre- 
derieJr* Edem The unit, or present 
vahne.' refers of ootrse to that of the 
idkilling before the last coinage, which 
KvlffiKd ft. 
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foreign luxuries; they rarely or never kept male ser- 
vants except for husbandry; their horses, as we may 
guess by the price, were indifferent; they seldom tra- 
velled beyond their county. And even their hospitality 
must have been greatly limited, if the value of manors 
were really no greater than we find it in many surveys. 
Twenty-four seems a sufficient multiple when we would 
raise a sum mentioned by a writer under Edward I. to 
the same real value expressed in our present money, 
but an income of lOZ. or 20Z. was reckoned a competent 
estate for a gentleman; at least the lord of a single 
manor would seldom have enjoyed more. A knight 
who possessed 150/. per annum passed for extremely 
rieh.^ Yet this was not equal in command over commo- 
dities to 4000/. at present. But this income was compa- 
ratively free from taxation, and its expenditure lightened 
by the services of his villeins. Such a person, how- 
ever, must have been among the most opulent of country 
gentlemen. Sir John Fortescue speaks of five pounds a 
year as “ a fair living for a yeoman,” a class of whom 
he is not at all inclined to diminish the importance.* 
So, when Sir William Drury, one of the richest men in 
Suffolk, bequeaths in 1493 fifty marks to each of his 
daughters, we must not imagine that this was of greater 
value than four or five hundred pounds at this day, but 
remark the family pride and want of ready money which 
induced country gentlemen to leave their younger 
children in poverty Or, if we read that the expense 
of a scholar at the university in 1514 was but -five 
pounds annually, we should err in supposing that he had 
the liberal accommodation which the present age deems 
indispensable, but consider how much could be afforded 
fbr about sixty pounds, which will be not far from the 
proportion. And what would a modem lawyer say to 
the following entry in the churchwarden’s accounts of 
St. Margaret, Westminster, for 1476 : “ Also paid to 
Eoger Fylpott, learned in the law, for his counsel 
giving, 35. 8f?., with four-fence for his dinner^^ Though 

y Macpheison’a Amials, p. 424, from b NichoUs’s lUnstrations, p. 2. One 
Matt Paris. • fact of this 'dass did, I otvn, sta^r me. 

* Difference of Limited and Absolute The great earl of Warwick writes to a 
Monarchy, p. 133, private gentleman. Sir Thomaa Tudec 

^ Hist of Hawsted, p, 141 ham, begging the loan of ten or twenty 

2b2 
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fifteen times the fee might not seem altogether inade 
y^oate at present, five shillings would hardly furnish the 
table of a barrister, even 2 the fastidiousness of our 
manners would admit of his accepting such a dole. 
But this fastidiousness, which considers certain kinds of 
remuneration degrading to a man of liberal condition, 
did not prevail in those simple ages. It would seem 
rather strange that a young lady should learn needle- 
work and good breedmg in a family of superior rank, 
paying for her board ; yet such was the laudable custom 
of the fifteenth and even sixteenth centuries, as we per- 
ceive by the Fasten Letters, and even later authorities.® 
There is one very unpleasing remark which every one 
Labourers attends to the subject of prices wHl be 

better pail induced to make, that the labouring classes, 
^enl especially those engaged in agriculture, were 
better provided with the means of subsistence 
in the reign of Edward III. or of Henry VI. than they 
are at present. In the fourteenth century Sir John 
Oullum observes a harvest man had fourpence a day, 
which enabled him in a week to buy a comb of wheat ; 
but to buy a comb of wheat a man must now (1784) 
work ten or twelve days.^ So, under Henry y/T., if 
meat was at a farthing and a half the pound, which I sup- 
pose was about the truth, a labourer earning threepence a 
day, or eighteen pence in the week, could buy a bushel 
of wheat at six shillings the quarter, and twenty-four 
pounds of meat for his family. A labourer at present, 
earning twelve shillings a week, can only buy half a 
bushel of wheat at eighty shillings the quarter, and 
twelve pounds of meat at seven-pence.® Several acts of 

pounds to make up a sum he had to pay. “ have overlooked the distinction between 
Paston Letters, voL i. p. 84. What way the reigns of Edw, in. and Henry VIIL 
shall we make this commensurate to the (perhaps a misprint for VL), with regard 
present vtdne of money ? But an in- to the state of the lahouxing classes. The 
genlous firiend su^ested, what I do not two periods appear to have been essen> 
question is the case, that this was one of tially different in this respect” Prin- 
many letters addressed to the adherents ciples of Political Economy, p. 293, 1st 
of Warwick, in order to raise by their edit He conceives that the earnings ol 
contributions a considerable snm. It is the labourer in com were unusually low 
curious, In this llg^t, as an illnstration of in the latter years of Edward IIL, which 
cnanners. appears to have been effected by the stv 

® Paston Letters, voL i p, 224 ; Cut- tnt^ of labonrets (25 E. III.), imme- 
lum’s Hawsted, p. 182. diately after the great pestilence of 1350, 

4 Bist of Hawsted, p. 228. tbou^ that mortality ong^t, in the na* 

* Mr Malthus observes on this that I tursd course of things, to have consider* 
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pArliaanent regulate the wages that might be paid to 
laboTirers of different kinds. Thus the statute of la- 
bourers in 1350 fixed the wages of reapers during har- 
vest at thi’ee-pence a-day without diet, equal to five 
shillings at present ; that of 23 H. VI., c. 12, in 1444, 
fixed the reapers’ wages at five-pence and those of com- 
mon workmen in building at 3id,, equal to 6s. 8d. and 
4s. 8d,; that of 11 H. YIL, c. 22, in 1496, leaves the 
wages of labourers in harvest as before, but rather in- 
creases those of ordinaiy workmen. The yearly wages 
of a chief hind or shepherd by the act of 1444 were 
IL 4s., equivalent to about 20Z., those of a common ser- 
vant in husbandry 18s. 4<f., with meat and drink ; they 
were somewhat augmented by the statute of 1496.^ 
Yet, although these wages are regulated as a maximum 
by acts of parliament, which may naturally be supposed 
to have had a view rather towards diminishing than en- 
hancing the current rate, I am not fully convinced that 
they were not rather beyond it; private accounts at 
least do not always correspond with these statutable 
prices.® And it is necessary to remember that the un- 
certainty of employment, natural to so imperfect a state 
of husbandry, must have diminished the labourers’ 
means of subsistence. Extreme dearth, not more owing 
to advei-se seasons than to improvident consumption. 


ably raised the real wages of labour. The 
result of his researches is that, in the 
reign of Edward IIL, the labourer could 
not purdiase half a peck of wheat with a 
day*s labour; from that of Richard IL 
to the middle of that of Heniy VL, he 
could purchase nearly a X)eck; and 
thence to the end of the cent^, nearly 
two pecks. At the time when the pas- 
sage in the text was written [1816], the 
labourer could rarely have purchased 
more than a peck with a day’s labour, and 
frequently a good deal less. In some 
parts of England this is the case at pre- 
sent [1846]; but in many counties the 
real wages of agricultural labourers are 
eonsiderably hi^er than at that time, 
though not by any means so hij^ as, ac- 
nording to Malthus himself, they '^re in 
toe Utter half of the fifteenth century. 
The ezcessiTe fluctuations in the price of 
:oru, even taking averages of a long term 


of years, which we find through the mid- 
dle ages, and indeed much later, account 
more than any other assignable canse for 
those in real wages of labour, which do 
not regulate tliemselves very promptly 
by that standard, especially when coercive 
measures are adopted to restrain them. 

f See these rates more at length in 
Eden’s State of the Poot,voL t p. 32, &;c. 

S In the Archsaologia, voL xvlii p. 281, 
we have a bailiff’s account of expenses In 
1387, where it appears that a ploughman 
had sixpence a week, and five shillings 
a year, with an allowance of diet; which 
seems to have been only pottage. These 
wages are certainly not more than fifteeu 
shillings a we^ in present value [1816]: 
which, thou^ materially above the ave- 
rate of agricultural labour, is less so 
than some of the statutes would Lead ru. 
to expect. Other facts may be found ot 
a similar natuie. 
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was frequently endured.‘' But after every allowance oi 
this kind I should find it difficult to resist the conclu- 
sion that, however the labourer has derived benefit from 
the cheapness of manufactured commodities and from 
many inventions of common utility, he is much inferior 
in ability to support a family to his ancestors three or 
four centuries ago. I know not why some have sup- 
posed that meat was a luxury seldom obtained by the 
labourer. Doubtless he could not have procured as 
much as he pleased. But, from the greater cheapness 
of cattle, as compared with com, it seems to follow that 
a more considerable portion of his ordinary diet con- 
sisted of animal food than at present. It was remarked 
by Sir John Fortescue that the English lived far more 
upon animal diet than their rivals the French ; and it 
was natural to ascribe their superior strength and courage 
to this cause.^ I should feel much satisfaction in being 
convinced that no deterioration in the state of the la- 
bouring classes nas really taken place ; yet it cannot, I 
think, appear extraordinary to those who reflect, that 
the whole population of England in the year 1377 did 
not much exceed 2,300,000 souls, about one-fifth of the 
results upon the last enumeration, an increase with 
which that of the fruits of the earth cannot be supposed 
to have kept an even pace.*^ 

The second head to which I referred, the improve- 
improve- of European society in the latter period 

m^tinthe of the middle ages, comprehends several 
SctS changes, not always connected with each other, 
Europe. which contributed to inspire a more elevated 
tone of moral sentiment, or at least to restrain the com- 
mission of crimes. But the general effect of these upon 
the human character is neither so distinctly to be traced. 


See that singular hook, Piers Plow- 
man's Vision, p. 146 (Whitaker’s edi- 
tion), for the different modes of living be- 
fore and after harvest. The passage may 
be found in Ellis's Specimens, vol. i. p. 151. 

i Portescue's Difference between Abs. 
and TAtti- Monarchy, p. 19. The passages 
in Fortescue, which hear on his fkvourite 
theme, the liberty and consequent happi- 
ness of the English, are very important, 
and triumphantly refute those superficial 
writers whc would make us believe that 


they were a set of be^arly slaves. 

k Besides the books to which I have 
occasionally referred, Mr. Ellis’s l^eci- 
mens of English Poetry, voL L chap, la^ 
contain a short digression, but from well- 
selected materials, on the private life of 
the Englirii in the middling and lower 
ranks about the fdteenth century. ^ 
leave t&e forgoing pages with little al- 
teration, but they may probably contain 
expressions which I would not now 
adopt 1850'' 
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nor can it be arranged with so mnoh attention to ohro- 
nology, as the progress of commercial wealth or of the 
arts -fliat depend npon it. We cannot from any past 
experience indrlge the pleasing vision of a constant and 
parallel relation between the mor^ and intellectual 
energies, the virtues and the civilization of mankind. 
Nor is any problem connected with philosophical history 
more difficult than to compare the relative characters of 
different generations, especially if we include a large 
geographical surface in our estimate. Eefinement has 
its evils as well as barbarism ; the virtues that elevate a 
nation in one centui^ pass in the next to a different 
region ; vice changes its form without losing its essence ; 
the marked features of individual character stand out in 
relief from the surface of history, and mislead our judg- 
ment as to the general couree of manners ; while poli- 
tical revolutions and a bad constitution of government 
may always undermine or subvert the improvements to 
which more favourable circumstances have contributed^ 
In comparing, therefore, the fifteenth with the twelfth 
century, no one would deny the vast increase of naviga- 
tion and manufactures, the superior refinement of man- 
ners, the greater diffusion of literature. But should I 
assert that man had raised himself in the latter period 
above the moral degradation of a more barbarous age, I 
might be met by the question whether history bears 
wifiiess to any greater excesses of rapine and inhumanity 
than in the wars of France and England under Charles 
VII., or whether the rough patriotism and fervid passions 
of the Lombards in the twelfth century were not better 
than the systematic treachery of their servile descendants 
three hundred years afterwards. The proposition must 
therefore be greatly limited ; yet we can scarcely hesitate 
to admit, upon a comprehensive view, that there were 
several changes during the last four of the middle ages,* 
which must naturally have tended to produce, and some 
of which did unequivocally produce, a meliorating effect, 
within the sphere of their operation, upon the moral 
character of society. 

The first and perhaps the most important of these, was 
the gradual elevation of those whom uniust , 

systems of polity had long depressed ; of the the lower 
people itself, as opposed to the small number 
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of rioli and noble, by the abolition or desuetude of do- 
mestic and predial servitude, and by tbe piivileges 
extended to corporate towns. Tbe condition of slavery 
is indeed perfectly consistent witb the observance of 
moral obligations; yet reason and experience will justify 
the sentence of Homer, that he who loses his liberty loses 
half his virtue. Those who have acquired, or may hope 
to acquire, property of their own, are most likely to 
respect that of others ; those whom law protects as a 
parent are most willing to yield her a filial obedience ; 
those who have much to gain by the good-will of their 
fellow citizens are most interested in the preservation of 
an honourable character. I have been led, in different 
parts of the present work, to consider these great revolu- 
tions in the order of society under other relations than 
that of their moral efficacy; and it will therefore be 
unnecessary to dwell upon them; especially as this 
efficacy is indeterminate, though I think unquestionable, 
and rather to be inferred firom general reflections than 
capable of much illustration by specific facts. 

We may reckon in the next place among the causes of 
moral improvement, a more regular administra- 
^ tion of justice according to fixed laws, and a 
more effectual police. Whether the courts of judica- 
ture were guided by the feudal customs or the Eoman 
law, it was necessary for them to resolve litigated 
•questions with precision and uniformity. Hence a more 
•distinct theory of justice and good faith was gradually 
apprehended ; and the moral sentiments of mankind were 
-corrected, as on such subjects they often require to be, by 
-clearer and better grounded mferences of reasoning. 
Again, though it cannot be said that lawless rapine was 
perfectly restrained even at the end of the fifteenth cen- 
tury, a sensible amendment had been every where expe- 
rienced. Private warfare, the licensed robbery of feudal 
manners, had been subjected to so many mortifications 
by the kings of France, and especially by St. Louis, that 
it can hardly be traced beyond the fourteenth century. 
In Germany and Spain it l^ted longer ; but the various 
associations for maintaining tranquillity in the former 
country had considerably diminished its violence before 
the great national measure of public peace adopted under 
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Maximilian.” Acts of outrage committed by powerful 
men became less frequent as the executive government 
acquired more strength to chastise them. We read that 
St. Louis, the best of French kings, imposed a fine upon 
the lord of Yemen for permitting a merchant to be 
robbed in his territory between sunrise and sunset. For 
by the customary law, though in general ill observed, 
the lord was bound to keep the roads free from depre- 
dators in the day-time, in consideration of the toll he 
received from passengers.® The same prince was with 
difficulty prevented from passing a capital sentence on 
Enguerrand de Coney, a baron of France, for a mur- 
der.® Charles the Fair actually put to death a nobleman 
of Languedoc for a series of robberies, notwithstanding 
the intercession of the provincial nobility The towns 
established a police of their own for internal security, 
and rendered themselves formidable to neighbouring 
plunderers. Finally, though not before the reign of 
Louis XI., an armed force was established for the pre- 
servation of police.' Yarions means were adopted 
in England to prevent robberies, which indeed were not 
so frequently perpetrated as they were on the continent, 
by men of high condition. None of these perhaps had 
so much efficacy as the frequent sessions of judges under 
commissions of gaol delivery. But the spirit of tiiis 
country has never brooked tiiat coercive police which 
cannot exist without breaking in upon personal liberty 


“ Besides the German historians, see 
On Cange, v. Ganerbium, for the con- 
federacies in the empire, and Herman- 
datom for those in Castile. These appear 
to have been merely voluntary associa- 
tions, and perhaps directed as mndi 
towards the prevention of robbery, as of 
what is strictly called private wax. But 
no man can easily distiingaMt offensive 
war from robbery except by its scale ; and 
where this was so considerably reduced, 
the two modes of ipjury almost coincide, 
ir AraEgon, there was a distinct institu- 
tion for the maintenance of peace, the 
tingdom being divided into nnions or 
jnntas, with a chief oIBBcer, called Snpra- 
ionctarins, at their head. Ln CMige, v. 
run eta. 

“ Henault, CIironoL a Ian. 


1256, The institatlons of Louis IX, 
and his successors relating to police form 
a part, thon^ rather a smaUer part th an 
we should expect from the title, of an 
immense work, replete with miscel- 
laneous information, byDelamare, Traitd 
de la Police, 4 vols. in folio. A sketch of 
them may be found in Velly, t. v. p. 349, 
t. xviil. p. 437. 

® Velly, t. V. p. 162, where this inci- 
dent is told in an interesting manner from 
William de Nangis. BonlainviUiers has 
taken an extraordinary view of the king's 
b^vionr. Hist, de TAncien Gouveme- 
ment, t ii. p. 26. In his eyes princes 
and plebeians were made to be the slavef 
of a feudal aristocracy 

P VeUy, t viiL p. 132. 

Id. zviii. p. 437 



378 RELIGIOUS SECTS. ohap. IX. Pabt U. 

Dy irksome regulatioiis, and discretionaiy exercise of 
power ; iihe sure instrument of tyranny, which renders 
civil privileges at once nugatory and insecure, and by 
which we should dearly purchase some real benefits 
connected with its slavish discipline. 

. I have some dif&culty in adverting to another source 
Religions moral improvement during this period, the 
sects* growth of religious opinions adverse to those 
of the established church, both on account of its 
great obscurity, and because many of these heresies 
were mixed up with an excessive fanaticism. But they 
fixed themselves so deeply in the hearts of the inferior 
and more numerous classes, they bore, generally speak- 
ing, so immediate a relation to the state of manners, and 
they illustrate so much that more visible and eminent 
revolution which ultimately rose out of them in the 
sixteenth century, that I must reckon these among the 
most interesting phenomena in the progress of European 
society. 

Many ages elapsed, during which no remarkable in- 
stance occurs of a popular deviation from the prescribed 
line of belief ; and pious Catholics console themselves by 
reflecting that their forefathers, in those times of igno- 
rance, slept at least the sleep of orthodoxy, and that 
their dari^ess was interrupted by no fiilse lights of 
human reasoning.*^ But from the twelfth centu^ this 
can no longer be their boast. An inundation of heresy 
broke in that age upon the church, which no persecution 
was able thoroughly to repress, till it finally overspread 
half the surface of Europe. • Of this religious innovation 
we must seek the commencement in a different part of 
the globe. The Manicheans afford an enoinent example 
of that durable attachment to a traditional creed, which so 
many ancient sects, especially in the East, have cherished 
through the vicissitudes of ages, in spite of persecution 
and contempt. Their plausible and widely extended sys- 
tem had been in early times connected with the name of 
Christianity, however incompatible with its doctrines and 
its history. After a pretty long obscurity, the Manichean 
theory revived with some modification in the western 
parts of Armenia, and was propagated in the eighth and 
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ninth centuries by a sect denominated Paulicians. Their 
tenets are not to he collected with absolute certainty 
from the mouths of their adversaries, and no apology oi 
their own survives. There seems however to be suf- 
doient evidence that the Paulicians, though professing 
to acknowledge and even to study the apostolical writings, 
ascribed the creation of the world to an evil deity, 
whom they supposed also to be the author of the Jewish 
law, and consequently rejected all the Old Testament. 
Believing, with the ancient Gnostics, that our Saviour 
was clothed on eartli with an impassive celestial body, 
they denied the reality of his death and resuiTection,* 
These errors exposed them to a long and cruel persecu- 
tion, during which a colony of exiles was planted by one 
of the Greek emperors in Bulgaria.* From this settlement 
they silently promulgated their Manichean creed over the 
western regions of Christendom. A large part of the com- 
merce of those countries with Constantinople was carried 
on for several centuries by the channel of the Danube. 

• The most authentic account of the bis body from heaven. 3. They re- 
PauUcians is found in a little treatise of jected the Lord’s Supper. 4. the 
Petrus Siculus, who lived about 8t&, adoration of the cross. 5. They denied 
under Basil the Macedonian- He had the authority of the Old Testament, but 
been employed on an embassy to Te- admitted the New, except the epistles of 
phrica, the principal town of these here- St Peter, and, perhaps, the Apocalypse, 
tics, so that he might easily be well 6. They did not acknowledge the order 
Informed; and, though he is sufficiently of priests. 

bigoted, 1 do not see any reason to qu^ There seems every reason to suppose 
tion the general truth of his testimony, that the Paulicians, notwithstanding their 
especially as it tallies so well with what mistakes, were endowed with sincere and 
we leam of the predecessors and sue- zealous piety, and studious of the Sciip- 
ceesors of the Paulicians. They had re- tures. A Paulidan woman asked a young 
jected several of the Manichean doc- man if he had read the Gospels; he replied 
trines, those, I believe, which were bor- that laymen were not permitted to do so* 
rowed Arom the Oriental, Gnostic, and but only tbe clergy: ovk 
Cabbalistie pbiloso^y of em an a tion ; toXs KoarfuCKOvs ot<ri rovra avayiv^trK€t,v, 
and therefore readily condemned Manes, ei (jAi toi; i4pev<n. pivots* p.6*l, A curious 
vpoOvfuas cafa$€fiarC$ova’t Mantra. But proof that the Scriptures were already 
they retained his capital errors, so fax forbidden in the Greek churdi, which I 
as regarded the principle of dualism, am inclined to believe, notwilhstanding 
which he had taken from 2;erdusht's the leniency with whidi Protestant 
religion, and tbe consequences he had writers have treated it, was always 
derived from it, Petrus Siculus enu- more corrupt and more intolerant than 
merates six Paulidan heresies. I. They tbe Latin. 

naiutained the existence of two deities, t Gibbon, c. 54. This chapter of tho 
the one evil, and the creator of this historian of tbe Beeline and Fall upon 
world; the other good, called •warijp the Riulicians appears to be accurate, as 
^ovpdt^io$,the author of thatwhich is to well as luminous, and is at least far 
come. 2. They refused to worship the superior to any modem work on the 
Virgin, and asserted that Christ brought subjcoi. 
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This opened au immediate interootirse with the Pauli- 
cians, who may he traced up that riyer through Hungary 
and Bavaria, or sometimes taking the route of Lombardy 
into Switzerland and France." In the last countiy, and 
especially in its southern and eastern provinces, they 
became conspicuous under a variety of names; such 
as Oatharists,' Picards, Paterins, but above all, Albigenses. 
It is beyond a doubt that many of these sectaries owed 
their origin to the Paulicians ; the appellation of Bul- 
garians was distinctively bestowed upon them; and, 
according to some writers, they acknowledged a primate 
or patriarch resident in that country.* The tenets 
ascribed to themby all contemporary authorities coincide 


“ It is generally agreed, that the 
Manidieans from Bulgaria did not pwe- 
trate into the west of Europe before the 
year 1000 ; and they seem to ha^ been 
in small numbers till about 1140. We 
find them, however, early in the eleventh 
century. Under the reign of Robert in 
1007 several heretics were burned at 
Orleans for tenets which are represented 
as Manlchean. VeUy, t ii p. 307. These 
are said to have been imported hrom 
Italy ; and the heresy began to strike root 
in that countiy about the same time. 
Muratori, Dissert 60 (Antichiti Italiane, 
t iiL p. 304). The Italian Manicheans 
were generally called Paterini, the mean- 
ing of which word has never been ex- 
plained, We find few traces of them in 
Erance at this time; but about the be- 
ginning of the twelfth century, Ouibert, 
bishop of SoissoDSi describes the heretics 
of that city, who denied the reality of 
the death and resurrection of Jesus 
Christ, aud re;)ected the sacraments* Hist. 
Littdraire de la France, t. x. p. 451. 
Before the middle of that age, the Ctoithari, 
Henricians, Petrobussians, and others 
appear, and the new opinions attracted 
universal notice. Some of these sec- 
taries, however, were not Manicheans. 
Mosheim, voL iii. p. 116. 

The acts of the inquisition of Toulouse, 
published by Limborch, from an ancient 
mannscript, contain many additional 
proofe that the Albigenses held the Manl- 
chean doctrine. Limborch himself will 
guide the reader to the principal passages, 
p. 30. In feet, the proof of Manlchelsm 
the he^^Mcs of the twelfth centursr 


is so strong (for I have confined myself 
to those of L^guedoc, and could easily 
have brought other testimony as to the 
Cathari), that I should never have 
thor^t of arguing the point, but for the 
confidence of some modem ecclesiastical 
writers.— What can we think of one who 
says, “ It was not unusual to stigmatize 
new sects with the odious name of Mani- 
diees, though I know no evidence that 
there were any real remains of that 
ancient sect in the twelfth century ” ? 
Milner’s History of the Church, voL iii. 
p. 380. Though this writer was by no 
means learned enough for the task he 
undertook, he could not be ignorant of 
facts related by Motiieim and other com- 
mon historians. 

I will only add, in order to obviate 
cavilling, that I use the word Albigenses 
for the Manichean sects, without pre- 
tending to assert that their doctrines 
prevailed more in the neighbourhood of 
Albi than elsewhere. The main position 
is, that a large part of the Languedocion 
heretics against whom the crusade was 
directed had imbibed the Paulician opi* 
xiions. If any one chooses rather to call 
them Catharists, it will not be materiaL 

* M. Paris, p. 267. (a.d. 1223.) Circa 
dies istos, hseretici Albigenses consti- 
tuerunt sibi Antipapam in finibos Bul- 
garorum. Croatise et Dalmatiss, nomine 
BartholomsBum, ice. We are assured by 
good authorities that Bosnia was Ml of 
Manicheans and Arlans as late as the 
middle of the fifteenth centniy. .Eneas 
Sylvius, p. 407 ; Spondanus, ad an. 1460; 
Moshei]^ 
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so remarkably witb those held by the Paulicians, and in 
earlier times by the Manicheans, that 1 do not see how 
we can reasonably deny what is confirmed by separate 
and uncontradicted testimonies, and contains no intiinsic 
want of probability.^ 


y There has been so prevalent a cUs- 
poBition among English divines to vindi- 
cate not only the morals and sincerity, 
but the orthodo3:y of these Albigenses, 
that I deem it necessary to confirm what 
I have said in the test by some autho- 
rities, especially as few readers have it in 
their power to examine this very obsc-ure 
snl^ect. Petrns Monachus, a Cistercian 
monk, who wrote a history of the crusades 
against the Albigenses, gives an account 
of the tenets maintained by the different 
heretical sects. Many of them asserted 
two principles or creative beings : a good 
one for things invisible, an evil one for 
things visible ; the former author of the 
New Testament, the latter of the Old. 
Novum Testamentum benigno deo, vetus 
vero maiigno attribuebant ; et illud om- 
ninb repudiabant, praeter quasdam auc- 
toritates, quas de Veteri Testamento 
Novo sunt insertae, quas ob Novi reve- 
rentiam Testamenti recipere dignum 
a^timabant A vast number of strange 
errors are imputed to them, most of 
which are not mentioned by Alanus, a 
more dispassionate writer. Du Chesne, 
Soriptores Francorum, t. v. p. 556. This 
Alanus de Insulis, whose treatise against 
heretics, written about 1200, was pub- 
lished by Masson at Lyons, in 1612, has 
left, I think, conclusive evidence of the 
Manicheism of the Albigenses. He states 
their argument upon every disputed 
point as f^rly as possible, though Ms 
refutation is of course more at length. 
It appears that great discrepancies of 
opimon existed among these heretics, but 
the general tenor of their doctrines is 
evidently Manicbean. Aiunt hseretici 
temporis nostri quod duo sunt prindpia 
rerum, principium luds et principium 
tenebrarum, &c. This opinion, strange 
as we may think it, was supported by 
Scriptural texts ; so insufficient is a mere 
acquaintance with the sacred writings to 
secure unlearned and prejudiced minds 
from the wildest perversionsb of their 
meiming! Some denied the reality of 
Christ's body ; others his being the Sob 


of God ; many the resurrection of the 
body ; some even of a future state. 
They asserted in general the Mosaic law 
to have proceeded from the devil, proving 
this by the crimes committed during its 
dispensation, and by the words of SL 
Paul, “ the law entered that sin might 
abound." They rejected infant baptism, 
but were divided as to tlie reason ; some 
saying that infants could not sm, and did 
notneed baptism ; others, that they could 
not be saved without faith, and conse- 
quently that it was useless. They held 
sin after baptism to be irremissible. It 
does not appear that they rejected either 
of the sacraments. They laid great 
stress upon the imposition of hands, 
which seems to have been their distinc- 
tive rite. 

One circumstance, which both Alanus 
and Robertus Monachus mention, and 
which other authorities confirm, is their 
division mto two classes; the Perfect, 
and the Credentes, or Consolati, both of 
which appellations are used. The former 
abstained from animal food, and from 
marriage, and led in every respect an 
austere life. The latter were a kind of 
lay brethren, living in a secular manner 
This distinction is thoroughly Mani- 
chean, and leaves no doubt as to the 
origin of the Albigenses. See Beau- 
sobre. Hist du Manichdisme, t ii. p. 762 
and ^77. This candid writer represents 
the early Manicheons as a harmless and 
austere set of enUausiasts, exactly what 
the Paulicians and Albigenses appear to 
have been in succeeding ages. As many 
calumnies were vented against one as the 
other. 

The long battle as to the Manicheism 
of the Albigensian sectaries has been 
renewed since the publication of this 
work, by Dr. Maitland on one side, and 
Mr. Faber and Dr, Gilly on the other ; 
and it is not likely to reach a termina- 
tion; being conducted by one party with 
fax less regard to the weight of evidence 
than to the bearing it may have on the 
theological hypotheses of the writers. 3 
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Blit though, the derivation of these heretics called 
Albigenses from Bulgaria is sufficiently proved, it is by 
no means to be concluded that all who incurred the 
same imputation either derived their faith from the 
same country, or had adopted the Manichean theory of 
the Paulicians. From the very invectives of their ene- 
mies, and the acts of the Inquisition, it is manifest that 
almost every shade of heterodoxy was found among 
' these dissidents, till it vanished in a simple protestation 
' agaii^t the wealth and tyranny of the clergy. Those 
who were absolutely free from any taint of Manicheism 
Waidenses. properly called Waldenses; a nameperpe- 
tually confounded in later times with that of 
Albigenses, but distinguishing a sect probably of sepa- 
rate origin, and at least of different tenets. These, accord- 
ing to -Sie majority of writers, took their appellation jfrom 
Peter Waldo, a merchant of Lyons, the parent, about the 
year 1160, of a congregation of seceders from the church, 
who spread very rapidly over France and Germany.* 

have seen no reason for altering what is valent terms ; and it can hardly be 
•aid in the text doubted that the poor men of Lyons 

The chief streii^th of the argument were the disciples of Waldo. Alanns, 
seems to me to lie in the independent the second book of whose treatise against 
testimoliies as to the Manicheism of the heretics is an attack npon the Waldenses. 
Paulicians, in Petrus Siculus and Pho- expressly derives them &om Waldo, 
iius, on the one hand, and as to that of Petrus Monaebua does the same. These 
the Languedodan heretics in the Latin seem strong authorities, as it is not easy 
writers of the twelfth and thirteenth cen- to perceive what advantage they could 
tories on the other; the connexion of the derive from misrepresentation. It has 
two sects throngh Bulgaria being esta- been however a position zealously main- 
Wished by history, but the latter class of tained by some modem writers of respect- 
writers being unacquainted with the able name, that the people of the valleys 
former. It is certain that the probability had preserved a pure faith for several 
of general truth in these concurrent testi- ages before the appearance of Waldo. I 
monies is greatly enhanced by their in- have read what is advanced on this head 
dependence. And it will be found that byLeger (HistoiredesEglisesVaudoises) 
thdse who deny any tinge of Manicheism and by Aiiix (Eemarks on the Eccle* 
in the Albigenses, are equally confident siastical History of the Churches of 
as to the orthodoxy of the Paulicians.. Piedmont), but without finding any suf- 
£1848.] ficient proof for this supposition, which 

* The contemporary writers seem nni- nevertheless is not to he rejected asahso- 
formly to represent Waldo as the founder lutely improbable. Their best ai^ument 
of the Waldenses ; and I am not aware is deduced fmm an ancient poem called 
tiiat they refer the locality of that sect to La Koble Loi^n, an original manuscript 
the valleys of Piedmont, between Exile*) of which is in the public library of Cam- 
jusi Piguerol (see Leger's map), which bridge, and another in that of Geneva, 
have so long been distinguished as the This poe|ga is alleged to bear date in iioo, 
native country of the Vaudois. In the more ihan half a century before the 
acts of the Inquisition, we find Waldenses, apx>earance of Waldo. But the lines that 
fidve pauperes de Lugduno, used as equi- contain the date are loosely expressed 
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According to others, th^ original Waldenses were a race 
of nncomipted shepherds, who in the Yalleys of the 
Alps had shaken off, or perhaps never learned, the sys- 
tem of superstition on which the Catholic church de- 
pended for its ascendency. I am not certain whether 
their existence can be distinctly traced beyond the 
preaching of Waldo, but it is well known that the 
proper seat of the Waldenses or Vandois has long conti- 
nued' to be in certain valleys of Piedmont. These pious 
and innocent sectaries, of whom the very monkish histo- 
rians speak well, appear to have nearly resembled the 
modem Moravians. They had ministers of their own 
appointment, and denied the lawfulness of oaths and of 
capital punishment. In other respects their opinions 
probably were not far removed from those usually 
called Protestant. A simplicity of dress, and especially 
the use of wooden sandals, was affected by this people.*^ 


and may veiy well suit with any epoch 
before the tenninatioii of the twelfth 
century. 

Ben ha mil et cent ans oompU entier- 
ament, 

Che fu scritta loro que sen al derier 
temp. 

Eleven hundred years are now gone 
and past, 

Since thus it was written ; These times 
are the last 

See literature of Europe in 
15th» l6tb. and l7th Centuries, 
chap. 1, $ 33. 

I have found however a passage in a late 
work, which remarkably illustrates the 
antiquity of Alpine protestantism, if we 
may depend on the date it asi^gns to the 
quotation. Mr. Planta’s History of Swit- 
zerland, p. 93, 4to. edit, contains the fol- 
lowing note " A carious passage, sin- 
gularly descriptive of the character of 
the Swiss, has lately been discovered in a 
MS. chronicle of the Abbey of Corvey, 
which appears to have been written 
about the beginning of the twelfth 
century. Eeligionem nostram, et omnium 
Latinse ecclesise Christianomm fidem, 
IMd ex Suavid, Suicift, et Bavarid bu- 
miliare voluemnt; homines sednctl ab 
antiqafi progenie slmplicinm hoifiinum, 
qui Alpes et vlciniam habitant, et semper 
amant antiqua. In Suaviam, Bavariam 
»i Italiam borealem ssepe intrant {Bonun 


(ex Suicid) mercatores, qui biblia edis- 
cunt memoriter, et ritus ecclesiaj aver- 
santur, quos credunt esse novos. Nolunt 
imagines venerari, reliquias sanctorum 
aversantur, olera comedunt, raxb masti- 
cantes camem, alii nunquam. Appel- 
lamus eos idcircb Manichaeos. Homm 
quidam ab Hungarid ad eos convenerunt, 
&c.'’ It is a pity that the quotation 
has been broken off, as it might have 
illustrated the connexion of the Bul- 
garians with these sectaries. 

“ The Waldenses were always consi- 
dered as much less erroneous in their 
tenets than the Albigenses, or Mani- 
cheans. Eraut prasterea alii hseretici, 
says Eobert Monadtius in the passage 
above quoted, qui Waldenses dicebantUr, 
a qnodam Waldio nomine LngdunensL 
Hi quidem mrdi erant, sed comparatione 
aliorum bsereticomm longb minns per- 
versi; in multis enim nobisenm conve- 
njebant,inqmbnsdamdissentiebant The 
<mly fanlts he seems to impute to them 
are the denial of the lawfulness of oaths 
and capital punishment, and the wearing 
wooden shoes. By this peculiarity of 
wooden sandals (sabots) they got the 
name of Sabbatati or iWbbatati. (Du 
Cange.) William dn Puy, another his- 
torian of the same time, makes a similar 
distinction. Erant qnidam Ariani, qui- 
dam Manichafti, qoidam etiam Walden.^ 
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I liave already liad occasion to relate the severe perse- 
cution which nearly exterminated the Alhigenses oi 
Languedoc at the close of tihe twelfth centmy, and in- 
volved the counts of Toulouse in their ruin. The 
Catharists, a fraternity of the same Paulician origin, 
more dispersed than the Alhigenses, had previously sus- 
tained a similar trial. Their belief was certainly a 
compound of strange errors with truth ; but it . was 
attended by qualities of a far superior lustre to ortho- 
doxy, by a sincerity, a piety, and a self-devotion that 
almost purified the age in which they lived.^ It is 


sive Lngdunenses, qui licet inter se dis- 
sidentes, omnes tamen in animarom per- 
niciem contra fidem Catholicam conspira- 
bant; et ilU quidein Waldenses contra 
alios acntissimb dispntant. Du Chesne, 
t V. p. 666. Alanus, in Ms second book, 
where he treats of the Waldenses, charges 
them prindpally with disregarding the 
authority of the church and preacMng 
without a regular mission. It is evident 
however from the acts of the Inquisition, 
that they denied the existence of purga- 
tory ; and I should suppose that, even at 
that time, they had thrown off most of 
the popish system of doctrine, wMch is 
so nearly connected with clerical wealth 
and power. The difference made In 
these records between the Waldenses and 
the Manichean sects shows that the im- 
putations cast upon the latter were not 
indiscriminate calnmnies. SeeLtmborch, 
p. 201 and 228. 

The History of Languedoc, by Vals- 
sette and Vich, contains a very good 
account of the sectaries in that country ; 
but 1 have not immediate access to the 
book. I believe that proof will he found 
of the distinction between the Waldenses 
and Alhigenses in t. iii. p. 446. But I 
am satisfied that no one who has looked 
at the original authorities will dispute the 
proposition. These Benedictine historians 
represent the Henricians, an early set of 
reformers, condenmed by the council of 
Lonibez,mll65,aslIaniche^ Mosheim 
considers them as of the Vandois sdiooL 
Fhey appeared some time before Waldo. 

b The general testimony of their ene- 
mies to the purity of morals among the 
Languedodan and Lyonese sectaries is 
abundantly sufSdent. One Eegnier,wbo 
had lived among theia and became after 


wards an inquisitor, does them Justice in 
this respect See Tnmer's History of 
England for several other proofe of this. 
It must be confessed that the Catharists 
are not fi*ee from the imputation of pro- 
miscuous licentiousness. But whether 
this was a mere calumny, or partly 
founded upon truth, I cannot determine. 
Their prototypes, the ancient Gnostics, 
are said to have been divided into two 
parties, the austere and the relaxed; bom 
condemnii^ marriage for opposite rea- 
sons. Alanus, in the book above quoted, 
seems to have taken up several vulgar 
prejudices against the Cathari. He gives 
an etymology of their name h catto ; quia 
osculantor posteriora catti ; in cqjus spe- 
de, nt aiiint, appareret iis Lucifer, p. 146 
This notable charge was broi^bt after- 
wards against the Templars. 

As to the Waldenses, their iimocence 
is out of all doubt. No book can be 
written in a more edifying manner than 
La Noble Loi 9 on, of wMch large extracts 
are given by Leger, in Ms Histoire des 
Eglises Vaudoises. Four lines are quoted 
by Voltaire (Hist TJniverselle, c. 69), as 
a specimen of the Froven 9 al language, 
though they belong rather to the patois 
of the valleys. But as be has not copied 
them ri^tly, and as they illustrate the 
subject of this note, I shall repeat them 
here from Leger, p. 28. 

Que sel se troba alcun bon que voUia 
amar Dio e temer Jediu Xmt, 

Que non voUia maudire, ni jura, ni 
mentir, 

Ni nvoutrar, ni aucire, ui penre de 
rautray, 

Ni venjar se de li sio ennemie, 

Uli <»teon quel es Vaudea e degue i*i 
muzlr. 
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always important to perceive that these high moral ex- 
cellences have no necessary connexion with speculative 
truths; and upon this accoimt 1 have been more dis- 
posed to state explicitly the real Manicheism of the 
Albigenses ; especially as Protestant writei-s, considering 
all the enemies of Eome as their friends, have been apt 
to place the opinions of these sectaries in a very false 
light. In the course of time, undoubtedly, the system 
of their Paulician teachers would have yielded, if the 
inquisitors had admitted the experiment, to a more accu- 
rate study of the Scriptures, and to the knowledge 
which they would have imbibed from the church itself. 
And, in fact, we find that the peculiar tenets of Mani- 
cheism died away after the middle of the thirteenth 
century, although a spirit of dissent from the established 
creed broke out in abundant instances during the two 
subsequent ages. 

We are in general deprived of explicit testimonies m 
traciug the revolutions of popular opinion. Much must 
therefore be left to conjecture; but I am inclined to 
attribute a' very extensive effect to the preaching of 
these heretics. They appear in various countries nearly 
during the same period, in Spam, Lombardy, Gennany, 
Flanders, and England, as well as France. Thirty un- 
happy persons, convicted of denying the sacraments, are 
said to have perished at Oxford by cold and famine in the 
reign of Henry II. In eveiy country the new sects 
appear to have spread chiefly among the lower people, 
which, while it accounts for the imperfect notice of 
historians, indicates a more substanti^ influence upon 
the moral condition of society than the conversion of a 
few nobles or ecclesiastics.® 


* It would be difficnlt to spedj^ all 
the dispersed authorities whicih attest the 
existence of the sects derived from the 
Waldenses and Paulicians in the twelfth, 
thirteenth, and fourteenth centuries. Be- 
tides Mo^eim, who has paid considerable 
attention to the subject, I would mention 
some articles in Dn Cange which supply 
Meanings; nam^, Beghardi, Bu^ari, 
LoUardi, Pateiini, Picardi, Pifli, Popu- 
licauL * 

Upon the suttJect of the Waldenses and 
Albigenses generally, 1 have borrowed 

vou m* 


some light from ISfr Turner's History 
of England, vol. IL 3t^, 393. This 
learned writer has seen some books that 
have not fallen into my way ; and I am 
indebted to him for a knowle^ of Ala* 
nus's treatise, which I have since read. 
At the same time 1 must observe, that 
Mr. Turner has not perceived the essen- 
tial distinction between the two leading 
sects. 

The name of Albigenses does not fre- 
quently occur after the middle of the 
titirteenth centoiy; but the Waldenses, 

2 c 
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But even where men did not absolutely enlist under 
the banners of any new sect, they were stimulated by 
the temper of their age to a more zealous and inde- 
pendent discussion of their religious system. A curious 
illustration of this is furnished by one of the letters of 
Innocent III. He had been informed by the bishop of 
Metz, as he states to the clergy of the diocese, that no 
small multitude of laymen and women, having procured 
a translation of the gospels, epistles of St. Paul, the 
psalter, Job, and other books of Scripture, to be made for 
them into French, meet in secret conventicles to hear 
them read, and preach to each other, avoiding the com- 
pany of those who do not join in their devotion, and 
having been reprimanded for this by some of their 
parish priests, have withstood them, alleging reasons 
from the Scriptures, why they should not be so forbidden. 
Some of them too deride the ignorance of their ministers, 
and maintain that their own books teach them more 
than they can learn from the pulpit, and that they can 
express it better. Although the desire of reading the 
Scriptures, limocent proceeds, is rather praiseworthy 
than reprehensible, yet they are to be blamed for fre- 
quenting secret assemblies, for usurping the ojB&ce of 


or sects bearing that denominalion, were 
dispersed over Europe. As a term of 
different reproach was derived from the 
word Bulgarian, so vavderie, or the pro- 
fession of the Vandois, was sometimes 
applied to witchcraft Thus in the pro- 
ceedifJgs of the Chamhre Brulante at 
Arras, in 1459, against persons accused 
of sorcery, their crime is denominated 
vauderie. The ftillest account of this re- 
markable story is found in the Memoirs 
of I)n Clercq, first phblidied in the ge- 
neral collection of Historical Memoirs, 
t ix. p. 430, 471. It exhibits a com- 
plete parallel to the events that happened 
in 1682 at Salem in New England. A 
few obscure persons were accused of vaib- 
derie, or witchcraft After their con- 
demnation, which was fonnded on con- 
fessions obtained by torture, and after- 
wards retracted, an epidemical contagion 
of superstitious dread was diffused all 
around. Numbers were arrested, burned 
alive by order of a tribunal instituted for 
the detection of this offence, or detained 
In prison; so that no person in Arras 


thought himself safe. It was believed 
that many were accused for the sake of 
their possessions, which were confiscated 
to the use of the church. At length the 
duke of Burgundy interfered, and put a 
stop to the persecntioiis. The whole 
narrative in I>n Clercq is interesting, as 
a curious document of the tyranny of 
bigots, and of the fiujility 'with which it 
is turned to private ends. 

To return to the Waldenses : the prin- 
ripal course of their emigration is said to 
have been into Bohemia, where, in the 
fifteenth century, the name was borne by 
one of the seceding sects. By their pro- 
fession of fhith, pres^ted to Ladislaus 
Posthumus, it appears that they acknow- 
ledged the corporal presence in the eu- 
charist, but rejected purgatory and other 
Romish doctrines. See it in the Fasci- 
culus Eerum expeteudaxum et fuglenda- 
rum, a collection of treatises illustrating 
the origin of the Reformation, originally 
publi^ed at Cologne In 1535, and re 
printed at London in 1690. 
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preaching, deriding their own minister-s, and scoming 
the company of such as do not concur in their no deities. 
He presses the bishop and chf4pter to discover the author 
of this translation, which could not have been made 
without a knowledge of letters, and what were his in- 
tentions, and what degree of orthodoxy and respect for 
the Holy See those who used it possessed. This letter 
of Innocent III., however, considering the nature of the 
man, is sufBlciently temperate and conciliatory. It 
seems not to have answered its end; for in another 
letter he complains that some members of this little 
association continued refraotoiy and refused to obey 
either the bishop or the pope,*^ 

In the eighth and ninth centuries, when the Yulgate 
had ceased to be generally intelligible, there is no rea- 
son to suspect any intention in 3ie church to deprive 
the laity of the ^riptures. Translations were freely 
made into the vernacular languages, and perhaps read in 
churches, although the acts of saints were generally 
deemed more instructive. Louis the Debonair is said 
to have caused a German version of the New Testament 
to be made. Otfrid, in the same century, rendered the 
gospels, or rather abridged them, into German verse. 
This work is still extant, and is in several respects an 
object of curiosity.® In the eleventh or twelfth centuiy 
we find translations of the Psalms, Job, Kings, and the 
Maccabees into French.^ But after the diffusion of here- 
tical opinions, or, what was much the same thing, of 
free iuquiry, it became expedient to secure the orthodox 
faith from lawless interpretation. Accordingly, the 
council of Toulouse in 1229 prohibited the laity from 
possessing the Scriptures ; and this precaution was fre- 
quently repeated upon subsequent occasions.® 


d Opera Innocent III. p. 468, 537. A 
translation of the Bible had been made 
direction of Peter Waldo ; but whether 
this used in Lorrain was the same, does 
not appear. Metz was foil of the Van* 
dois, as we find by other authorities. 

® Schilteri Thesaurus Antiq. Teutonl- 
oormn. 

f Mdm. de T Acad, des Inscrip^ t zvii. 
p. 720. 

e The Anglo-Saxon versions are de- 
serving of particular remark. It has 


been said that our church maintained 
the privilege of having part of the daily 
service in the moth®* tongue. “Even 
the mass itself/' says Lappenbeig, “was 
not read ^tirely in Latin." Hist, of 
England, voL i p. 202. This, however, 
is denied by Ungard, whose authority is 
probably superior. Hist of Ajig.-Saa:. 
Church, L 307. But he allows that ihp 
Epistle and Gospel were read in Englisn, 
which implies an authorized translation, 
And we may adopt in a great measure 

2 c 2 
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The ecclesiastical history of the thirteenth or four 
teenth centuries teems with new sectaries and schis- 
matics, various in their aberrations of opinion, but all 
concui’ring in detestation of the established church.^ 
They endured severe persecutions with a sincerity and 
hrmness which in any cause ought to command respect. 
But in general we find an extravagant fanaticism among 
them ; and I do not know how to look for any ameliora- 
tion of society from the Franciscan seceders, who quib- 
bled about the property of things consumed by use, or 
from the mystical visionaries of different appellations, 
whose morsd practice was sometimes more than equi- 
vocal. Those who feel any curiosity about such sub- 
jects, which are by no means unimportant, as they illus- 
trate the history of the human mind, find them 
treated very fully by Mosheim. But the original 
sources of information are not always accessible in this 
country, and the research would perhaps be more fatigu- 
ing than profitable. 

I shall, for an opposite reason, pass lightly over the 
fjoiiardsof great revolution in religious opinion wrought 
ifingiand. ia England by Wicliffe, which will generally 
be familiar to the reader from our common historians. 
Nor am I concerned to treat of theological inquiries, or 
to write a history of the church. Considered in its 
effects upon manners, the sole point which these pages 
have in view, the preaching of this new sect certaMy 
produced an extensive reformation. But their virtues 


Lappenberg^s proposition, which follows 
the above passage: “The nnmerOTis ver- 
sions and paraphrases of the Old and 
New Testament made those boohs known 
to the laitT- and more familiar to the 
clergy." 

We have seen a little above, that the 
laliy were not permitted by the Greek 
Church of the ninth century, and pro- 
bably before, to read the Scnptures, even 
in the originaL This shows how much 
more honest and pious the Western 
Church was before she became corrupted 
by ambition and by the captivating hope 
of keeping the laity in servitude by means 
of ignorance. The translation of the four 
Books of Kings into French has been 
published in the Collection de Documens 
1841. It is in a northern dialect. 


but the age seems not satisfactorily 
ascertained; the close of the eleventh 
century is the earliest date that can be 
assigned. Translations into the Fro* 
ven 9 al by the Waldensian or other here- 
tics were made in the twelfth; several 
manuscripts of them are in existence, 
and one has been published by Dr. Gilly. 
[1848.] , 

b The application of the visions of the 
Apocalypse to the corruptions of Rome 
has commonly been said to ha^? been 
first made by the Franciscan seceders. 
But it may be traced h^er, and is re- 
markably pointed out by Dante. 

Di vor pastor s' acoorse '1 Vangelista, 
Quando colei, chi siede sovra I’ acque 
Puttaneggiar co' regi a lui iti vImo. 

Infeme, cant xix. 
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were by no means free from some unsocial qualities, in 
which, as well as in their superior attributes, the Lol- 
lards bear a very close resemblance to the Puritans of 
Elizabeth’s reign; a moroseness that proscribed all 
cheerful amusements, an uncharitable malignity that 
made no distinction in condemning the established 
clergy, and a narrow prejudice that applied the rules of 
the Jewish law to modem institutions.' Some of their 
principles were far more dangerous to the good order of 
society, and cannot justly be ascribed to the Puritans*, 
though they grew afterwards out of the same soil. Such 
was Sie notion, which is imputed also to the Albigenses,. 
that civil magistrates lose their right to govern by com- 
mitting sin, or, as it was quaintly expressed in the* 
seventeenth century, that dominion is founded in grace. 
These extravagances, however, do not belong to the 
learned and politic Wicliffe, however they might be- 
adopted by some of his enthusiastic disciples.^ Postered 
by the general ill-will towards the church, his principles 
made vast progress in England, and, unlike those of 
earlier sectaries, were embraced by men of rank and 
civil influence. Notwithstanding &e check they sus- 
tained by the sanguinary law of Henry IV., it is highly 
probable that multitudes secretly cherished them dowm 
to the era of the Eeformation. 

From England the spirit of religious innovation was. 
propagated into Bohemia; for though John Hussites of 
Huss was very far from embracing all the doc- Bohemia, 
trinal system of Wicliffe, it is manifest that his zeal had' 
been quickened by the writings of that reformer.” Infe- 


i Walsingham, p. 238 ; Tjewis's Life of 
Pecodt, p. 65. Bishop Pecock’s answer 
to the Lollards of his time contains pas- 
sages well worthy of Hooker, both for 
weight of matter and dignity of style, 
setting forth the necessity and import- 
ance of ** the moral law of fcinde, or moral 
philosophie,” in opposition to those who 
derive all morality from revelation. 

This great man fell afterwards under 
the displeasure of the church for propo- 
sitions, not indeed heretical, but^fepng- 
nant to her scheme of spiritual power. 
He asserted, indirectly, the ri^t of pri- 
vate judgment, and wrote on theological 
subjects in Englii^, which gave much 


offence. Li fact, Pecock seems to have 
hoped that his acute reasoning would 
convince the people, without requiring, 
an implicit faith. But he greatly mis- 
understood the principle of an infallible^ 
chnrch. Lewis’s Life of Pecock does jus- 
tice to his character, which, I need not 
say, is unfairly represented by such his- 
torians as Collier, and such antiquaries 
as Thomas Heame. 

k Lewis’s Life of Wicliffe p. 115 
Lenlant, Hist, du Coindle de Constance, 
t. L p. 213. 

“ Huss does not appear to have re- 
jected any of the peculiar tenets of 
popery. Len&nt, p. 414. He embraced, 
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rior to the Englishman in ability, but exciting greater 
attention by his constancy and sufferings, as well as by 
the memorable war which his ashes kindled, the Bohe- 
mian martyr was even more eminently the precursor 
of the Eeformation. But still regarding these dissen- 
sions merely in a temporal light, I cannot assign any 
beneficial effect to the schism of the Hussites, at least in 
its immediate results, and in the country where it ap- 
peared. Though some degree of sympathy with their 
cause is inspired by resentment at the ill faith of their 
adversaries, and by the associations of civil and religious 
liberty, we cannot estimate the Taborites and other secta- 
ries of that description but as ferocious and desperate fa- 
natics, “ Perhaps beyond the confines of Bohemia more 
substantial good may have been produced by the influ- 
ence of its reformation, and a better tone of morals in 
spired into Germany. But I must again repeat that 
upon this obscure and ambiguous subject I asserb nothing 
definitely, and little with confidence. The tendencies 
of religious dissent in the four ages before the Beforma- 
tion appear to have generally conduced towards tlio 
moral improvement of mankind ; and facts of this nature 
occupy a far greater space in a philosophical view of 
sociely during that period, than we might at first ima- 
gine ; but every one who is disposed to prosecute this 
inquiry will assign their character according to the 
re^t of his own investigations. 

But the best school of moral discipline which the 
institation middle ages afforded was the institution of chi- 
ef chivalry. valry. Ihere is something perhaps to allow for 
the partiality of modem writers upon this interesting 
subject ; yet our most sceptical criticism must assign a 
decisive influence to this great source of human improve- 
ment. The more deeply it is considered, the more we 
shall become sensible of its importance. 

There are, if I may so say, three powerful spirits which 

like Wldifie. the predestinariax: system history and doctrine of Hnss and his 
of Augustin^ without pausing at any foUowers will he fonnd in Lenfant’s three 
of those inferences, apparently dedudble works on the conncils of Fisa, Constance, 
from it, which, in the heads of enthu- and ]^e. 

slasta, may produce such extensive mis- ° Lenfimt, Hist, de la Guerre des 
chief. These were maintained by Huss Hussites et du OoncUe de Basle; Schmidt, 
(id.p.828), though not perhaps so crudely Hist, des AUemands, t v. 
as hjr Luther. Everything relative to the 
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"^aye from time to time moved over the face of the 
waters, and given a predominant impulse to the moral 
sentiments and energies of mankind. These are the 
spirits of liberty, of religion, and of honour. It was the 
principal business of ohivaliy to animate and cherish 
the last of these three. And whatever high magna- 
nimous energy the love of liberty or religious zeal has 
ever imparted was equalled by the exquisite sense of 
honour which this institution preserved. 

It appears probable that the custom of receiving arms 
at the age of manhood with some solemnity . 
was of immemorial antiquity among the nations ^ ° 
that overthrew the Eoman empire. For it is mentioned 
by Tacitus to have prevailed among their German an- 
cestors ; and his expressions might have been used with 
no great variation to describe the actual ceremonies of 
knighthood.'’ There was even in that remote age a sort 
of public trial as to the fitness of the candidate, which, 
though perhaps confined to his bodily strength and 
activity, might be the germ of that refined investigation 
which was thought necessary in the perfect stage of 
chivalry. Proofs, though rare and incidental, might be 
adduced to show that in the time of Charlemagne, and 
even earlier, the sons of monarohs at least did not 
assume manly arms without a regular investiture. And 
in the eleventh century it is evident that this was a 
general practice.^ 

This ceremony, however, would perhaps of itself have 
done little towards forming that intrinsic principle 
which characterized the genuine chivalry. But in the 
reign of Charlemagne we find a military distinction that 
appears, in fact as well as in name, to have given birth 
to that institution. Certain feudal tenants, and I sup- 
pose also alodial proprietors, were bound to serve on 


o Nihil neque publicse neque privat© 
rei nisi armati agunt Sed arma snmere 
non ante coiqnam moris, qukm dvitas 
snffecturum probaverit Turn in ipso 
concilio, vel prindpmn aliqnis, vel pater, 
vol propinquus, scuto frameaque juvenem 
ornont; bsec apnd eos toga, bic primus 
Jnvent© honos; ante hoc domiis pars vi- 
dentor, mox reipublic©. De Moribns 
c. 18. 


P William of Mahnsbxtry says that 
Alfred conferred knighthood on Athel- 
stan, donatum chlamyde cocdneft, gem* 
mato balteo, ense Sazonico cmn vf^ind 
anreA 1. ii. c. €. St Palaye (Mfinoires 
snr la Chevalerie, p. 2) mentions other 
instances; which may also be found in 
Dn Cange's Glossary, v, Arma, and in hit 
22nd dissertation on Joinville. 
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horseback, equipped mth. the coat of mail. These were 
called Caballarii, from which the word chevaliers is an 
obvious corruption.*^ But he who fought on horseback, 
and had been invested with peculiar arms in a solemn 
manner, wanted nothing more to render him a knight. 
Chivalry therefore may, in a general sense, be referred 
to the age of Charlemagne. We may, however, go far- 
ther, and observe that these distinctive advantages 
above ordinary combatants were probably the sources of 
that remarkable valour and that keen thirst for glory, 
which became the essential attributes of a knightly cha- 
racter. For confidence in our skill and strength is the 
usual foundation of courage; it is by feeling ourselves 
able to surmount common dangers, that we become ad- 
venturous enough to encounter those of a more extra- 
ordinary nature, and to which more glory is attached. 
The reputation of superior personal prowess, so difScult 
to be attained in the course of modem warfare, and 
so liable to erroneous representations, was always 
within thje reach of the stoutest knight, and was founded 
on claims which could be measured with much accuracy. 
Such is the subordination and mutual dependence in a 
modem army, that every man must be content to divide 
his glory with his comr^es, his general, or his soldiers. 
But the soul of chivalry was individual honour, coveted 
in so entire and absolute a perfection that it must not 
be shared with an army or a nation. Most of the 
virtues it inspired were what we may call independent, 
as opposed to those which are founded upon social rela- 
tions. The knights-errant of romance perform their 
best exploits from the love of renowna, or from a sort of 
abstract sense of justice, rather than from any solicitude 
to promote the happiness of mankind. If these springs 
of action are less generally beneficial, they are, however, 
more connected with elevation of character than the 
systematical prudence of men accustomed to social life. 
This solitary and independent spirit of chivalry, dwell- 
ing, as it were, upon a rock, and disdaining injustice or 
alsehood from a consciousness of internal dignity, with- 


^ Cookltes et vassalli nostri qui tjene* rati. Cafitolaiia, aj> SOT Ji Balusf^ 
fidahabercnosaiPtur.et caballarii omnes t. i. p. 460 . 
ad placitmn nostrum veniant bene preps' 
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out any calculation of their consequences, is not unlike 
what we sometinies read of Arabian cluefs or the North 
American Indians/ These nations, so widely remote 
from each other, seem to partake of that moral energy, 
which, among European nations far remote from both 
of them, was excited by the spirit of chivalry. But the 
most beautifal picture that was ever portrayed of this 
character is the Achilles of Homer, the representative of 
chivalry in its most general form, with all its sincerity 
and unyielding rectitude, all its courtesies and munifi- 
cence. Calmly indifferent to the cause in which he is 
engaged, and contemplating with a serious and un- 
shaken look the premature death that awaits him, his 
heart only beats for glory and friendship. To this sub- 
lime character, bating that imaginary completion by 
which the creations of the poet, like those of the sculp- 
tor, transcend all single works of nature, there were 
probably many parallels in the ages of chivahy ; espe- 
cially before a set education and the refinements of 
society had altered a little the natural unadulterated war- 
rior of a ruder period. One illustrious example from this 
earlier age is the Cid Euy Diaz, whose history has fortu- 
nately been preserved much at length in several chro- 
nicles of ancient date and in one valuable poem; and 
though I will not say that the Spanish hero is altogether 
a counterpart of Achilles in gracefulness and urbanity, 
yet was he inferior to none that ever lived in frankness. 
Honour, and magnanimity.* 


* We must take for this the more 
favoturable representations of the Indian 
nations. A deteriorating intercourse with 
Europeans, or a race of European ex* 
traotioa, has tended to efface those virtues 
which possibly were rather exaggerated 
by earlier writers. 

* Since this passage was written, I 
have found a parallel drawn hy Mr. 
Sharon Turner, in his valuable History of 
England, between Achilles and Bichard 
Gosor de lion; the superior justness of 
whidh I readily acknowledge. The real 
hero does not indeed excite so much in- 
terest in me as the poetical; hut the 
marks of resemblance are very stiijking, 
whether we consider their passions, their 
talents, their virtues, their vices, or the 
waste of their heroism. 


The two principal persons in the Iliad. 
If I may digress into the observation, ap- 
pear to me representatives of the heroic 
character in its two leading varieties; of 
the energy which has its sole principle of 
action within itself, and of that whidi 
borrows its impulse from external rela- 
tions ; of the spirit of honour, in short,, 
and of patriotism. As every sentiment 
of Achilles is independent and self-sup- 
ported, BO those of Hector all bear re- 
ference to his kindred and his country. 
The ardour of the one might have been 
extinguished for want of nourishment in 
Thessaly; hut that of the other ndgiht^ 
we fhncy, have never been kindled hut 
for the dangers of Troy, Peace could 
have brought no delight to the one but 
from the memory of war; war had n® 
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la the first state of chivalry, it was closely connected 
with the military service of fiefe. The Cabal- 
rJxionwth i^aii in the Capitularies, the Milites of the 
feudal ser- eleventh and twelfth centuries, were landhold- 
ers who followed their lord or sovereign into 
the field. A certain value of land was termed in Eng- 
land a knight’s fee, or in Normandy feudum loricse, fief 
de haubert, from the coat of mail which it entitled and 
required the tenant to wear ; a military tenure was said 
to he by service in chivalry. To serve as knights, 
mounted and equipped, was the common duty of vassals ; 
it implied no personal merit, it gave of itself a claim 
to no civil privileges. But this knight-service founded 
upon a feudal obligation is to be carefully distinguished 
from that superior chivalry, in which all was indepen- 
dent and voluntary. The latter, in fact, could hardly 
flourish in its full perfection till the military service of 
feudal tenure began to decline ; namely, in the thir- 
teenth century. The origin of this personal chivalry 
I should incline to refer to the ancient usage of 
voluntary commendation, which I have mentioned in 
This con- ^ former chapter. Men commended Ihem- 
nexion ' selves, that is, did homage and professed 
attachment to a prince or lord; generally indeed 
for protection or the hope of reward, but sometimes 
probably for the sake of distinguishing ■fcomselves in liis 
quarrels. When they received pay, which must have 
been the usual case^ they were literally his soldiers, or 
stipendiary troops. Those who could afford to exert 
their valour without recompense wore like the knights 
of whom we read in romance, who served a foreign 
master through love, or thirst of glory, or gratitude. 
The extreme poverty of the lower nobility, arising from 
the subdivision of fiefs, and the politic generosity of rich 
lords, made this connexion as strong as that of territorial 
dependence. A younger brother, leaving the paternal 
estate, in which he took a slender share, might look to 

Alleviation to the other but from the of human sympathy, variously interest- 
images of peace. Compare, for example, iug according to the diveTtity of out 
the two speeches, beginning IL Z. 441, tempers, first touched hy that andeoi 
and XL n. 49 ; or rather compare the patriaidi. 

two characters throughout the Biad. So h quo, ceu fonte perem^ 

wooierfoily W€ re those two great springs Vatum Pieriis ora rigantur aquifc 



State op Society. 


CHlVAT PV 


39o 


wealth and digmty in the service of a powerful comt. 
Knighthood, which he could not claim as his legal right, 
became the object of his chief ambition. It raised him 
in the scale of society, equalling him iu dress, in arms, 
and in title, to the rich landholders. As it was due to 
his merit, it did much more than equal him to those 
who had no pretensions but from wealth ; and the terri- 
torial knights became by degrees ashamed of assuming 
the title tSl they could challenge it by real desert. 

This class of noble and gallant cavaliers serving com- 
monly for pay, but on the most honourable footing, 
became far more numerous through the crusades ; a great 
epoch in the history of European society. In jjffectoftbe 
these wars, as all feudal service was out of the crimes on 
question, it was necessary for the richer barons 
to take into their pay as many knights as they could 
afford to maintain ; speculating, so far as such motives 
operated, on an influence with the leaders of the expe- 
dition, and on a share of plunder, proportioned to the 
number of their followers. During the period of the 
crusades, we find the institution of chivalry acquire its 
full vigour as an order of personal nobility ; and its 
original connexion with feud^ tenure, if not altogether 
effaced, became in a great measure forgotten in the 
splendour and dignity of the new form winch it wore. 

The crusaders, however, changed in more than one 
respect the character of chivalry. Before that 
epoch it appears to have had no particular 
reference to religion. Ingulfus indeed tells 
us that the Anglo-Saxons preceded the ceremony 
of investiture by a confession of their sins, and other 
pious rites, and they received the order at the hands of 
a priest, instead of a knight. But this was derided by 
the Normans as effeminacy, and seems to have proceeded 
from the extreme devotion of the English before the 
Conquest.* We can hardly perceive indeed why the 
assumption of arms to be used in butchering mankind 
should be treated as a religious ceremony. The clergy, 
to do them justice, constantly opposed the private wars 
in which the courage of those ages wasted itself ; and 

t ingulfus, in Gale, XV Scriptores, t.L looks as if the ceremony was not ahso- 
p. 70. William Rufus, however, was lutely repugnant to the Norman prao- 
knig^bitod by Ardihishop Lanfranc. which tice. 
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all bloodshed was subject in strictness to a canonical pen* 
ano9. But the purposes for which men bore arms in a 
crusade so sanctified their use, that chiva!^ acqmred 
the character as much of a religious as a military insti- 
tution. For many centuries, the recovery of the Holy 
Land was constantly at the heart of a brave and super- 
stitious nobility ; and every knight was supposed at his 
creation to pledge himself, as occasion should arise, to 
that cause. Meanwhile, the defence of God’s law against 
infidels was his primary and standing duty. A knight, 
whenever present at mass, held the point of his sword 
before him while the gospel was read, to signify his 
readiness to support it. Writers of the middle ages 
compare the knightly to the priestly character in an 
elaborate parallel, and the investiture of the one was 
supposed analogous to the ordination of the other. 
The ceremonies upon this occasion were almost wholly 
religious. The candidate passed nights in prayer among 
priests in a church; he received the sacraments; he 
entered into a bath, and was clad with a white robe, in 
allusion to the presumed purification of his life ; his 
sword was solem nl y blessed ; every thing, in short, was 
contrived to identify his new condition with the defence 
of religion, or at least of the church.** 

To this strong tincture of religion which entered into 
the composition of chivalry from the twelfth century, 
And with added another ingredient equally distin- 

gaUantry. guishitig. A great respect for the female sex 
had always been a remarkable characteristic of the 
Northern nations. The German women were high- 
spirited and virtuous ; qualities which might be causes 
or consequences of the veneration with which they were 
regarded. I am not sure that we could trace very 
minutely the condition of women for the period between 
the subversion of the Roman empire and the first crusade ; 
but apparently man did not grossly abuse his superiorify; 
and in point of civil rights, and even as to the inherit- 
ance of property, the two sexes were placed perhaps as 

“ Du Cange, v. Miles, and 22nd Dls- other chivalrous principles, will be found 
iertation on Joinville, St Palaye, Mdm. in TOrd^ie de Chevalerie, a long me- 
Bur la Chevalerie, part iL A curious trical romance published in Barhazan's 
original illustration of this, as well as of Fabliaux, t L i». 69 (edit 1808). 
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uearly on a level as the nature of such warlike societies 
would admit. There seems, however, to have been more 
roughness in the social intercourse between the sexes 
than we find in later periods. The spirit of gallantry- 
which became so animating a principle of chivalry, must 
be ascribed to the progressive refinement of society 
during the twelfth and two succeeding centuries. In a 
rude state of manners, as among the lower people in all 
ages, woman has not full scope to display those fascinat- 
ing graces, by which nature has designed to counter- 
balance the strength and energy of mankind. Even 
where those jealous customs that degrade alike the two 
sexes have not prevailed, her lot is domestic seclusion ; 
nor is she fit to share in the boisterous pastimes of 
drunken merriment to which the intercourse of an un- 
polished people is confined. But as a taste for the more 
elegant enjoyments of wealth arises, a taste which it is 
always her policy and her delight to nourish, she obtains 
an ascendency at first in the lighter hour, and from thence 
in the serious occupations of life. She chases, or bringp 
into subjection, the god of wine, a victory which might 
seem more ignoble were it less difficult, and calls in the 
aid of divinities more propitious to her ambition. The 
love of becoming omament is not perhaps to be regarded 
in the light of vanity; it is rather an instinct which 
woman has received from nature to give effect to those 
charms that are her defence ; and when commerce began 
to minister more effectually to the wants of luxury, the 
rich furs of the North, the gay silks of Asia, the wrought 
gold of domestic manufacture, illumined the halls of 
chivalry, and oast, as if by the spell of enchantment, 
that ineffable grace over beauty which the choice and 
arrangement of dress is calculated to bestow. Courtesy 
had always been the proper attribute of knighthood ; 
protection of the weak its legitimate duty; but these 
were heightened to a pitch of enthusiasm when woman 
became their object. There was little jealousy shoAvn iu 
the treatment of that sex, at least in France, the fountain 
of chivalry ; they were present at festivals, at touina- 
meuts, and sat promiscuously in the halls of iheir castle. 
The romance of Perceforest (and romances have alway*} 
been deemed good witnesses as to manners ) tells of a 
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feast where eight hxmdred knights had each of them a 
lady eating off his plate.* For to eat off the same plate 
was an nsnal mark of gallantry or friendship. 

Next therefore, or even equal to devotion, stood gal- 
lantry among the principles of knighthood. But all 
comparison between the two was saved by blending them 
together. The love of God and the ladies was enjoined 
as a single duty. He who was faithful and true to his 
mistress was held sure of salvation in the theology of 
castles though not of cloisters.^ Froissart announces 
that he had undertaken a collection of amorous poetry 
with the help of God and of love ; and Boccace returns 
thanks to each for their assistance in the Decameron. 
The laws sometimes united in this general homage to the 
fair. “We will,” says James II. of Aragon, “ that every 
man, whether toight or no, who shall be in company 
with a lady, pass s^e and unmolested, unless he be guilty 
of murder.”* Louis II., duke of Bourbon,- instituting 
tbe order of the Golden Shield, enjoins his knights to 
honour above all the ladies, and not to permit any one to 
slander them, “because from them after God comes all 
the honour that men can acquire.” * 

The gallantry of those ages, which was very often 
adulterous, had certainly no right to profane the name of 
religion ; but its union with valour was at least more 
natural, and became so intimate, that the same word has 
served to express both qualities. In the French and 
English wars especially, the knights of each country 
brought to that serious conflict Qie spirit of romantic 
attachment which had been cherished in the hours of 
peace. They fought at Poitiers or Yemeuil as they had 
fought at tournaments, bearing over their armour scarves 
and devices as the livery of their mistresses, and assert- 
ing the paramount beauty of her they served in vaunting 
challenges towards the enemy. Thus in the middle of a 

* Y eut huit cens chevi^ers s6mt k M^moires firom the first edition in 1759, 
table ; et si n’y enst celni qni n’enst nne which is not the best 
dame on nne pncelle k son ecuelle. In ‘ Statnimns, qnod omnls homo, sive 
ILanncelot dn Lac, a lady, who was miles sire alins, qni iverit enm domlnfl 
troubled with a jeklons husband, com- generosk, salvns sit atqne secoms, nisi 
plains that it was a long time since a fnerit homidda. De Marca, hlarca His- 
knight had eaten off her plate. Le Orand, panica, n. 1428. 
t i. p. 24. ® Le Grand, i i. p. 120 ; St Palayo^ 

y Le Grand, Fabliaux, t iii p. 438; t i. p. 13, 134, 221 ; Fabliaux, Romances, 
‘Jt PidAye, t L p. 41, I quote St Palaye’s &c., passim. 
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keen skirmisli at Cherbotu^, the squadrons remained 
motionless, while one knighx challenged to a single com- 
bat tlie most amorous of the adversaries. Such a defiance 
was soon accepted, and the battle only recommenced 
when one of the champions had lost his life for his love.^ 
In the first campaign of Edward’s war some yonng Eng- 
lish blights wore a covering over one eye, vowing, for 
the sake of their ladies, never to see with both till they 
should have signalized their prowess in the field.® These 
extravagances of chivalry are so common that they form 
part of its general character, and prove how far a course 
of action which depends upon the impulses of sentiment 
may come to deviate from common sense. 

It cannot be presumed that this enthusiastic veneration, 
this devotedness in life and death, were wasted npon nn- 
gratefol natures. The goddesses of that idolatiy knew 
too well the value of their worshippers. There has seldom 
been such adamant about the female heart, as can resist the 
highest renown for valour and courtesy, imited with the 
steadiest fidelity. “ He loved,” says Froissart of Eustace 
d’Auberthicourt, “and afterwards married lady Isabel, 
daughter of the count of Juliers. This lady too loved 
lord Eustace for the great exploits in arms which she 
heard told of him, and she sent him horses and loving 
letters, which made the said lord Eustace more bold than 
before, and he wrought such feats of chivalry, that all in 
his company were gainers.” ^ It were to be wished that 
the sympathy of love and valour had always been as ho- 
nourable. But the morals of chivalry, we cannot deny, 
were not pure. In the amusing fictions which seem to 
have been the only popular reading of the middle ages, 
there reigns a licentious spirit, not of that slighter Mad 
which is usual in such compositions, but indicating a 
general dissoluteness in the intercourse of the sexes. 
This has often been noticed of Boccaccio and the early 
Italian novelists ; but it equally characterized the tales 
and romances of France, whether metrical or in prose, 
and all the poetry of the Troubadours.® The violation of 

b Si Palaye, p. 222. venial morality may be collected from 

® Froissart, p. 33. Jtfillci Hist des Tronbadotirs, passim; 

d St Palaye, p. 268. and from Sismondi, litt^atore du Midi 

‘ The romances will speak for 4bem- t. i. p. I7d, 6cc. See too St. Palaye, t U 
selves; and the character of the Pro- p. 62 and 68. 
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marriage vows passes in them for an incontestable pri- 
vilege of the brave and the fair ; and an accomplished 
knight seems to have enjoyed as mtdoubted prerogatives, 
by general consent of opinion, as were claimed by the 
brilliant courtiers of Lonis XY. 

But neither that emulous valour which chivalry ex- 
cited, nor the religion and gallantry which were its 
animatiug principles, alloyed as the latter were by the 
corruption of those ages, could have rendered its institu- 
tion materially conducive to the moral improvement of 
society. ‘There were, however, excellences of a very 
high class which it equally encouraged. In the books 
professedly written to lay down the duties of knighthood, 
they appear to spread over the whole compass of human 
obligations. But these, like other books of morality, 
strain their schemes of perfection far beyond the actual 
practice of mankind. A juster estimate of chival- 
rous manners is to be deduced from romances. Yet in 
these, as in all similar fictions, there must be a few ideal 
touches beyond the simple truth of character ; and the 
picture can only be interesting when it ceases to present 
images of mediocrity or striking imperfection. But they 
referred their models of fictitious heroism to the existing 
standard of moral approbation ; a rule, which, if it gene- 
rally falls short of what reason and religion prescribe, is 
always beyond the average tenor of human conduct. 
From these and from history itself we may infer the 
tendency of chivalry to elevate and purify the moral 
feelings. Three virtues may particularly be 
Sm^es- noticed as essential in the estimation of man- 
^tiaito Virxl to the character of a knight; loyalty, 
courtesy, and munificence. 

The first of these in its original sense may be defined, 
fidelity to engagements; whether actual pro- 
Loyaity. ^cit obligations^ as bound a 

vassal to big lord and a subject to his prince. It was 
applied also, and in the utmost strictness, to the fidelity 
of a lover towards the lady he served. Breach of faith, 
and especially of an express promise, was held a disgrace 
that no valour could redeem. False, perjured, disloyal, 
recreant, were the epithets which^he must be compelled 
to imdure who had swerved from a plighted engagement 
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oven towards an enemy. Tliis is one of the most striking 
changes produced by chivalry. Treachery, the usual 
vice of savage as well as corrupt nations, became infamous 
during the vigour of that discipline. As personal rather 
than national feelings actuated its heroes, they never 
felt that hatred, much less that fear of their enemies, 
which blind men to the heinousness of ill faith. In the 
wars of Edward III., originating in no real animosity, 
the spirit of honourable as well as courteous behaviour 
towards the foe seems to have arrived at its highest point. 
Though avarice may have been the primary motive of 
ransoming prisoners instead of putting them to death, 
their permission to return home on the word of honour 
in order to procure the stipulated sum — an indulgence 
never refused — could only be founded on experienced 
confidence in the principles of chivalry.^ 

A knight was unfit to remain a member of the order if 
he violated his faith; he was ill acquainted 
with its duties if he proved wanting in courtesy. 

This word expressed the most highly refined good 
breeding, founded less upon a knowledge of ceremonious 
politeness, though this was not to be omitted, than on 
the spontaneous modesty, self-denial, and respect foi 
others, which ought to spring from his heart. Besides 
the grace which this beautifiil virtue threw over the 
habits of social life, it softened down the natural rough- 
ness of war, and gradually introduced that indulgent 
treatment of prisoners which was almost unknown to 
antiquity. Instances of this kind are continual in the 
later period of the middle ages. An Italian writer blames 
the soldier who wounded Eccelin, the famous tyrant of 
Padua, after he was taken. “ He deserved,” says he, 
“ no praise, but rather the greatest infamy for his base- 
ness ; since it is as vile an act to wound a prisoner, 
whether noble or otherwise, as to strike a dead body.” * 
Considering the crimes of Eccelin, this sentiment is a 
remarkaole proof of generosity. The behaviour of 
Edward III. to Eustace de Eibaumont, after the capture 

f St. Palaye, part iL vel ignotilem ofifendere, vel leriio, qpkm 

K Non landem meruit, sed snminse gladio csedere cadayer. Bolandirmi. in 
iwtlus opprobrium villtatis; nam Hem Script Rer. Ital. t Till p. 3J»l, 

SacmuB est putandum captiuc nobilem 

VOL. m. 2 n 
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of Calais, and tliat, still more exquisitely beantiful, of the 
Black Prince to liis royal prisoner at Poitiers, are such 
eminent instances of ohi7ali*ous yirtue, that I omit to 
repeat them only because they are so well known. Those 
great princes might be imagined to have soared far 
above the ordinary track of mankind. But in truth, the 
knights who surrounded them and imitated their excel- 
lences, were only inferior in opportunities of displaying 
the same virtue. After the battle of Poitiers, “the 
English and Gascon knights,” says Froissart, “ having 
entertained their prisoners, went home each of them with 
the knights or squires he had taken, whom he then ques- 
tioned upon their honour what ransom they coul'd pay 
without inconvenience, and easily gave them credit ; and 
it was common for men to say, that they would not 
straiten any knight or squire so that he should not live 
well and keep up his honour.” ^ Liberality, in- 
^ deed, and disdain of money, might be reckoned, 
as I have said, among the essential virtues of chivalry. 
All tho romances inculcate the duty of scattering theii 
wealth with profusion, especially towards minstrels, 
pilgrims, and the poorer members of their own order. 
The last, who were pretty numerous, had a constant 
right to succour from the opulent ; the castle of every 
lord, who respected the ties of knighthood, was open 
with more than usual hospitality to the traveller whose 
armour announced his dignity, though it might also 
conceal his poverty.* 

Valour, loyalty, courtesy, munificence, formed collec- 
tively the character of an accomplished knight, so far as 
was displayed in the ordinary tenor of his life, reflect- 
ing these virtues as an unsullied miiTor. Yet something 
more was required for the perfect idea of chivalry, and 
enjoined by its principles ; an active sense of 
justice, an ardent indignation against wrong, a 

b Fr<»ssart, L L c. 161. He lemarks was the custom in Great Britain, (says 
in another place that all Bngli^ and the romance of Perceforest, gpeahing of 
Frsnch gentlemen treat their prisoners course in an imaginary history,) that 
well; not so the Germans, who put them noblemen and ladies placed a helmet on 
in Setters, in order to extort more mon^, the highest point of their castles, as a 
o. 136. sign that all persons of sueh raid: tra^ 

i St PeOaye, part iv. p. 312, 367, &o. veWng thatroadmight boldly enter theii 
Le Grand. FabUanx, tip. 115, 167. It bousesiikie tbeirown. St. PUaye, p. 367 
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detenninatioiL of cottrage to its best end, the prevention 
or redress of injury. It grew up as a salutary antidote 
in the midst of poisons, while scarce any law but that 
of the strongest obtained regard, and the rights of terri- 
torial property, which are only rights as they conduce 
to general good, became the means of genei^ oppres- 
sion. The real condition of society, it has sometimes 
been thought, might suggest stories of knight-errantry, 
which were wrought up into the popular romances of 
the middle ages. A baron, abusing the advantage of 
an inaccessible castle in the fastnesses of the Black Fo 
rest or the Alps, to pdlage the neighbourhood and con- 
fine travellers in hm dimgeon, though neither a giant 
nor a Saracen, was a monster not less formidable, and 
could perhaps as little be destroyed without the aid of 
disinterested bravery. Knight-errantry, indeed, as a 
profession, cannot rationally be conceived to have had 
any existence beyond the precincts of romance. Yet 
there seems no improbability in supposing that a knight, 
journeying through uncivilized regions in his way to 
the Holy Land, or to the court of a foreign sovereigpi, 
might fbad himself engaged in adventures not very dis- 
similar to those which are the theme of romance. We 
cannot indeed expect to find any historical evidence of 
such incidents. 

The characteristic virtues of chivalry bear so much 
resemblance to those which eastern writers of 
the same period extol, that I am a little dis- 
posed to suspect Europe of having derived ^ eastern 
some improvement from imitation of Asia. 

Though the crusades began in abhorrence of in- 
fidels, this sentiment wore off in some degree before 
their cessation; and the regular interooui-so of com- 
merce, sometimes of alliance, between the Christians of 
Palestine and the -Saracens, must have removed part oi 
the prejudice, while experience of their enemy’s cou- 
rage and generosity in war would with those gallant 
knights serve to lighten the remainder. The romancers 
expatiate with pleasure on the merits of Saladin, who 
actually received the honour of knighthood from Hugh 
of Tabaria, his prisoner; An ancient poem, entitled the 
Order of Chivalry, is founded upon this »torv, and con- 

2n2 
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tains a circumstantial account of tlie ceremonies, as well 
as duties, wliioli. the institution required.’*' One or two 
other instances of a similar kind bear witness to the 
veneration in which the name of knight was held among 
the eastern nations. And certainly the Mohammedan 
chieftains were for the most part abundantly qualified 
to fulfil the duties of European chivalry. Their man- 
ners had been polished and courteous, while the western 
kingdoms were comparatively barbarous. 

The principles of chivalry were not, I think, natu- 
rally productive of many evils. For it is unjust 
Sd b^the to class those acts of oppression or disorder 
of among the abuses of knighthood, which were 
chivaiiy. committed in spite of its regulations, and were 
only prevented by them from becoming more extensive. 
The licence of times so imperfectly civilized could not 
be expected to yield to institutions, which, like those of 
religion, fell prodigiously short in their practical result 
of the reformation which they were designed to work. 
Man’s guilt and frailty have never admitted more than a 
partial corrective. But some bad consequences may be 
more fairly ascribed to the very nature of chivalry, I 
have already mentioned the dissoluteness which almost 
unavoidably resulted from the prevailing tone of gal- 
lantry. And yet we sometimes find in the writings of 
those times a spirit of pure but exaggerated sentiment ; 
and the most fanciful refinements of passion are mingled 
by the same poets with the coarsest immorality. An 
undue thirst for military renown was another fault that 
chivalry must have nourished; and the love of war, 
sufficiently pernicious in any shape, was more founded, 
as I have observed, on personal feelings of honour, and 
less on public spirit, than in the citizens of free states. 
A third reproach may be made to the character of 
knighthood, that it widened the separation between the 
different classes of society, and confirmed that aristocra- 
tical spirit of high birth, by which the large mass of 
mankind were kept in unjust degradation. Compare 
the generosity of Edward III, towards Eustace de Eibau- 
mont at the siege of Calais with the harshness of his 
conduct towards the citizens. Tjhis may be illustrated 


^ Fabliaux de Baibaaan. t i. 
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by a story £i*om JoinTille, wlio was himself imbued with 
the full spirit of chivahy, and felt like the best and 
bravest of his age. He is speaking of Henry count of 
Champagne, who acquired, says he, veiy deservedly. 
the surname of Liberal, and adduces iiie following prool 
of it. A poor knight implored of him on his knees one 
day ‘ as much money as would serve to marry his two 
daughtei^. One Arfhault de Nogent, a rich burgess, 
willing to rid the count of this importunity, but rather 
awkward, we must own, in the turn of his argument, 
said to Ihe petitioner; My lord has already given away 
so much that he has nothing left. Sir Vniain, replied 
Henry, turning round to him, you do not speak truth in 
saying that I £ive nothing left to give, when I have got 
yourself. Here, Sir Knight, 1 give you this man and 
warrant your possession of him. Then, says J oinville, 
the poor knight was not at all confounded, but seized 
hold of the burgess fast by the collar, and told him he 
should not go till he had ransomed himself. And in 
the end he was forced to pay a raaisom of five hundred 
pounds. The simple-minded writer who brings this 
evidence of the count of Champagne’s liberalitjr is not 
at all struck wdth the facility of a virtue that is exei 
cised at the cost of others.® 

There is perhaps enough in the nature of this institu- 
tion and its congeniality to the habits of a war- 
like generation to account for the respect in sSSes tend- 
whioh it was held throughout Europe. But se- 
veral collateral circumstances served to invigo- 
rate its spirit. Besides the powerful ef&cacy with which 
the poetry and romance of the middle ages stimulated 
those susceptible minds which were alive to no other 
literature, we may enumerate four distinct causes tend- 
ing to the promotion of chivalry. 

The first of these was the regular scheme of educar 
tion, according to which the sons of gentlemen 
from the age of seven years, were brought up 
in the castles of superior lords, where -Siey at 
once learned the whole discipline of their 
future profession, and imbibed its emulous and enthu- 
siastic spirit. This Was an inestimable advantage to 
the poorer nobility, who could hardly otherwise have 

*** Joinville in CoUectlou das Mdmoires, 1 . 1 p, 43. 
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grven fheir children the acoomplishmenis of their station. 
From seven to fourteen these hoys were called pages 
or varlets ; at fourteen they bore the name of esquire. 
They were instructed in the management of arms, in 
the art of horsemanship, in exercises of strength and 
activity. They became accustomed to obedience and 
courteous demeanour, serving their lord or lady in- 
offices which had not yet become derogatory to honour- 
able birth, and striving to please visitors, and especially 
ladies, at the ball or banquet. Thus placed in the 
centre of all that could awaken their imaginations, the 
creed of chivalrous gallantry, superstition, or honour 
must have made indelible impressions. Panting for the 
glory which neither their strength nor the established 
rules permitted them to anticipate, the young scions of 
chivalry attended their masters to the tournament, and 
even to the battle, and riveted with a sigh the armour 
they were forbidden to wear.® 

It was the constant policy of sovereigns to encourage 
Encotirage- institution, which famished them with 
mentof faithfol supports, and counteracted the inde- 
pendent spirit of feudal tenure. Hence they 
ments. displayed a lavish magnificence in festivals 
and tournaments, which may be reckoned a second 
means^ of keeping up the tone of chivalrous feeling. 
The kings of France and England held solemn or plenary 
courts at the great festivals, or at other times, where the 
name of knight was always a title to admittance ; and 
the masque of chivalry, if I may use the expression, was 
acted in pageants and ceremonies fantastical enough in 
our apprehension, but well calculated for those heated 
understandings. Here the peacock and the pheasant, 
birds of high fame in romance, received the homage of 
all true knights.® The most singular festival of this 
kind was that celebrated by Philip duke of Burgundy, 
m 1453. In the midst of the banquet a pageant was 
introduced, representing the calamitous state of religion 
in consequence of the recent capture of Constantinople. 
T^ was followed by the appearance of a pheasant, 
which was laid before the duke, and to which the 
knights present addressed their^vows to undertake a 

** St. Palaye, part L -ville. St Palaye, t i. p. 8t, HE ILe 

^ Du Cange. 6™® Dissertation sur Join- Giand, t. i. p. 14. 
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crufiade, in the follovmg very characteristic preaanble . 
I swear before God my Creator in the jdrst place, and 
the glorious Yirgin his mother, and next before the 
ladies and the pheasant.^ Tournaments were a still 
more powerfol incentive to emulation. These may be 
considered to have arisen about the middle of the 
eleventh century ; for though every martial people have 
found diversion in representing the image of war, yet 
the name of tournaments, and the laws that regulated 
them, cannot be traced any higher.** Every scenic per- 
formance of modem times must be tame in comparison 
of these animating combats. At a tournament, the space 
enclosed within title lists was surrounded by sovereign 
princes and their noblest barons, by knights of estab- 
lished renown, and all that rank and beauty had most 
distinguished among the fair. Covered with steel, and 
known only by their emblazoned shield or by the* 
favours of their mistresses, a still prouder bearing, the* 
combatants rushed forward to a strife without enmity, 
but not without danger. Though their weapons were* 
pointless, and sometimes only of wood, though they 
were bound by the laws of tournaments to strike only 
upon the strong armour of the trunk, or, as it was called,, 
between the four limbs, those impetuous conflicts often 
terminated in wounds and death. The church uttered 
her excommunications in vain against so wanton an ex- 
posure to peril ; but it was more easy for her to excite 
than to restrain that martial enthusiasm. Victory in a 
tournament was little less glorious, and perhaps at the 
moment more exquisitely felt, than in the field ; since 
no battle could assemble such vritnesses of valour. 
“ Honour to the sons of the brave,” resounded amidst the 
din of martial music from the lips of the minstrels, as 
the conqueror advanced to receive the prize from his 
queen or his mistress ; while the surrounding multitude 
acknowledged in his prowess of that day an augury of 
triumphs that might in more serious contests be blended 
\iith those of his coirntry.** 

P St. Palaye, t i. p. 191. sense. The Germans ascribe them U 

9 Godfrey de Preriilly, a French kni^t, Henry the Fowler ; but this, according to 
is saia by several contemporaiy 'writers Dn Cange, Is on no anthori^. 6™* T)i»- 
to have invented tournaments; which sertation snr Joinville. 
must of course be understood in a limited * St. Palaye. part ii. and part iii to, 
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Both honoraiy and fiubstantial privileges belonged tc 
Pnviipgesof the Condition of knighthood, and had of course 
oughthood. a material tendency to presen’-e its credit. A 
knight was distinguished abroad by his crested helmec, 
his weighty armour, whether of mail or plate, bearing 
his heraldic coat, by his gilded spurs, Ms horse barded 
with iron, or clothed in housing of gold ; at home, by 
richer silks and more costly furs than were permitted to 
squires, and by the appropriated colour of scarlet. He 
was addressed by titles of more respect.* Many civil 
offices, by rule or usage, were confined to Ms order. 
But perhaps its cMef privilege was to form one distinct 
class of nobility extending itself throughout great part 
of Europe, and almost independent, as to its rights and 
dignities, of any particular sovereign. Whoever had 
been legitimately dubbed a knight in one country 
became, as it were, a citizen of universal cMvalry, and 
might assume most of its privileges in any other. Nor 
did he require the act of a sovereign to be thus dis- 
tinguished. It was a fundamental principle that any 
knight might confer the order ,* responsible only m his 
own reputation if he used lightly so high a prerogative. 
But as all the distinctions of rank might have been con- 
fomided, if this right had been without limit, it was an 
equally fundamental rule, that it could only be exercised 
in favour of gentlemen 

commencement Bn Cange. Dissert 6 
and 7 : and Glossaiy, v. Tomeamentom. 

Ije Grand, Fabliaux, t L p. 184. 

» St Palaye, part ir. Selden’s Titles 
of Honour, p. 806. There was not, how- 
ever, so much distinction in England as 
In France. 

t St Palaye, voL i. p. 70, has foi^gotten 
to make this distinction. It is, however, 
capable of abundant proot Gnnther, in 
his poem called Ligorinns, observes of 
the Milanese republic * 

Quoslibet ex humili vulgo, quod Gallia 
fisdum 

Judicat, acdngl gladio concedit eques- 
tri. 

Otho of Frlsingen expresses the same in 
prose. It is said, in the Establishments 
of St Louis, that if any one not being 
a gentleman on the lather's side ivas 
knighted, the king or baron in whose 
bmitcftj he resides, may hack off his 


spurs on a dunghill, c. 130. The count 
de Nevers, having knighted a person who 
was not noble exparte patem£l, was fined 
in the king’s court The king, however. 
(Philip ni.) confirmed the knighthood. 
Daniel, Hist de la Milice Fran^oise, p. 
98. ^it propositum (says a passage 
quoted by Daniel) contra comitem Flan- 
driensem, quod non poterat nec debebat 
facere de villano militem, sine anctoritate 
regis ibid. Statuimus, says James I. of 
Aragon, in 1234, nt nnUns fadat militem 
nisi filium militis. Marca Hispanica, 
p. 1428. Selden, Titles of Honour, p. 
592, produces other evidence to the same 
effect And the emperor Sigismund 
having conferred jSni^thood, during his 
stay in Paris in 1415, on a person incom- 
petent to receive it for want of nobility, 
the FrenA were indignant at his conduct 
as an assumption of sovereignty. Villan’t, 
t xiiu p, 397. We are told, bowovor, by 
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The privileges annexed to chivalry were of peouliar 
advaniage to Sie vavassors, or inferior gentry, as they 
tended to counterbalanoe the influence which temtori^ 
wealth threw into the scale of their feudal suzerains. 
Knighthood brought these two classes nearly to a level ; 
and it is owing perhaps in no small degree to this in 
stitution that the lower nobility saved themselves, not- 
withstanding their poverty, from being confounded with 
the common people. 

Lastly, the customs of chivalry were maintained by 
their connexion with military service. After 
armies, which we may call comparatively regu- 
lar, had superseded in a great degree the feudal 
militia, princes were anxious to bid high for ^ 
the service of knights, the best-equipped and bravest 
warriors of the time, on whose prowess the flite of bat- 
tles was for a long period justly supposed to depend. 
War brought into relief the generous virtues of chivalry, 
and gave lustre to its distinctive privileges. The rank 
was sought with enthusiastic emulation through heroic 
achievements, to which, rather than to mere wealth and 
station, it was considered to belong. In the wars of 
France and England, by far the most splendid period of 
this institution, a promotion of knights followed every 
success, besides the innumerable cases where the same 


Qiaonoiie, L xx. c. 3, that nobility was 
not in fact required for receiving chivalry 
at Naples, thou^ it was in France. 

The privilege of every knight to asso- 
ciate qualified persons to the order at his 
pleasure, lasted very long in France; 
certainly down to the English wars of 
Charles VU. (Monstrelet, part ii. folio 
50), and, if I am not mistaken, down to 
the time of Francis I. But in England, 
where the ^irit of indejtendence did not 
prevail so much among the nobility» it 
soon ceased. Selden mentions one re- 
markable instance in a writ of the 20th 
year of Henry ILL summoning tenants in 
capite to come and receive knighthood 
fix>m the king, ad recipiendum a nobis 
anna militaria; and texumts of mesne 
lords to be knighted by whomsoever they 
pleased, ad recipiendum anna de quibus- 
cunque voluerint. Titles of H<ftiour, 
p. 703. But soon after this time, it 
became an ei t ab H i h ed principle of our 


law that no subject can confer knight- 
hood except by the king^s authority. 
Thi;s Edward 111. grants to a burgess of 
Lyndia in Guienne (I know not what 
place this is) the privilege of receiving 
that rank at the hands of any knight, his 
want of noble birth notwithstanding, 
itymer, t. v. p. 623. It seems, however, 
that a different law obtained in some 
places. Twenty-three of the chief in- 
habitants of B^ucaire, partly kni^ts, 
partly burgesses, certified in 1208, that 
the immemorial usage of Beaucaire and 
of Provence had been, for burgesses to 
receive knighthood at the hands of noble- 
men, without the prince's i)eTmisBion. 
Yaissette, Hist, de Languedoc, t ilL p. 
530. Burgesses, in the great commercial 
towns, were considered as of a superior 
class to the rotnriers, and possessed a 
kind of d«mi-nobUity. Charles V, appears 
to have Conceded a similar indulgence to 
the citizens of Paris. Villaret,t x.p.24a 
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honour rewarded individual bravery.” It may here be 
mentioned * that an bonoraxy distinction was made be- 
tween knights-bannerefs and bachelors.* The 
former were the richest and best accompanied, 
a^bache. ooTild properly be a banneret nnless 

he possessed a certain estate, and could bring a 
certain number of lances into the field.^ His distin- 
gnishing mark was the square banner, carried by a 
squire at the point of his lance; while the knight-ba- 
chelor had only the coronet or pointed pendant. When 
a banneret was created, the general cut off this pendant 
to render the banner square.* But this distinction, how- 
ever it elevated the banneret, gave him no claim to 
military command, except over his own dependents or 
men at aims. Chandos was still a knight-bachelor when 
he led part of the prince of Wales’s army into Spain 
He first raised his banner at the battle of Navarette ; 
and the narration that Froissart gives of the ceremony 
will illustrate the manners of chivalry and the character 
of that admirable hero, the conqueror of Du Guesclin 
and pride of English chivalry, whose fame with posterity 
has been a little overshadowed by his master’s laurels.*- 
Whai seems more extraordinary is, that mere squires 
had frequently the command over knights. Proofs of 
this are almost continual in Froissart. But the vast esti- 
mation in which men held the dignity of knighthood led 


“ St. Palaye, part iii. passim. 

* The word -bachelor has been some- 
times derived from has chevalier; in 
opposition to banneret But this cannot 
be right We do not find any authority 
for the expression has chevalier, nor any 
equivalent in Latin, -baccalaurens cer- 
tainly not sn^esting that sense ; and it 
Is strange that the corruption should ob- 
literate every trace of the original term. 
Bachelor Is a very old word, and is used 
in early French poetry for a young man, 
as bachelette is for a girt So also in 
Chancer; 

« A yonge Squire, 

A lover, and a lusty bachelor’* 


T Du Cange, Dissertation sur 
Joinville. The nmnoer of men fA arms, 
whom a banneret ought to command, was 
properly fifty. But Olivier de la Marche 


speahs of twenty-five as sufficient; and it 
appears that, in fact, knights-banneret 
often did not bring so many. 

* Ibid. Olivier de la Marche (Col- 
lection des Mdmoires, t viii. p. 337) 
gives a particular example of this ; and 
makes a distinction between the bachelor, 
created a banneret on account of his 
estate, and the hereditary banneret, who 
took a public opportunity of requesting 
the sovereign to unfold his fkmily banner 
which he had before home wound round 
his lance. The first was said rclever 
banniere ; the second, entrer en banniere. 
This difference is more full^ explained 
by Daniel, Hist de la Milice Fran 9 oise, 
p. J16. Chandos's banner was unfolded, 
not cst at Navarette. We retd some- 
time of eqnire-bannerets, tbet is, 
bannerets by descent, not yet knighted. 

^ Froissa^ part i. c. 341. 
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them sometimes to defer it for great part of their lives, 
in hope of signalizing their investiture by some eminent 
exploit. 

These appear to have been the chief means of nou- 
lishmg the principles of chiva^ among, the Decline of 
nobility of Europe. But notwithstanding all chivalry, 
encouragement, it underwent the usual destiny of human 
institutions. St. Palaye, to whom we are indebted for 
so vivid a picture of ancient manners, ascribes the 
decline of chivalry in France to the profusion with 
which the order was lavished under Charles VI., to the 
establishment of the companies of ordonnance by Charles 
VH., and to the extension of knightly honours to law- 
yers, and other men of civil occupation; by Francis - 
But the real principle of decay was something different 
from these three subordinate circumstances, 'unless so 
far as it may bear some relation to the second. It was 
the invention of gunpowder that eventually overthrew 
chivaliy. From the time when the use of fire-arms 
became tolerably perfect the weapons of former warfare 
lost their efficacy, and physical force was reduced to a 
very subordinate place in the accomplishments of a 
soldier. The advantages of a disciplined infantry be- 
came more sensible ; and the lancers, who continued dll 
almost the end of the sixteenth century to charge in a 
long line, felt the punishment of their presumption and 
indiscipline. Even iu the wars of Edward III., the dis- 
advantageous tactics of chivalry must have been percep- 
tible ; but the military art had not been sufficiently 
studied to overcome the prejudices of men eager fox 
individual distinction. Tournaments became less fre- 
quent ; and, after the fatal accident of Henry IT., were 
entirely discontinued in France. Notwithstanding the 
convulsions of the religious wars, the sixteenth century 
was more tranquil than any that had preceded ; and thus 
a large part of the nobility passed their lives in pacific 
habits, and if they assumed the honours of chivalry, 
forgot their natural connexion with miliiary prowess. 
This is far more applicable to England, where, except 
from the reign of Edward III. to that of Henry YI., 
chivalry, as a military iustitution, seems not to have 


b Menu sur la Chevalorie. -part v. 
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found a very congenial soil.® To tliese circumstances, 
immediately affecting the military condition of nations, 
we must add the progress of reason and Literature, which 
made ignorance discreditable even in a soldier, and 
exposed the follies of romance to a ridicule which they 
were very ill calculated to endure. 

The spirit of chivalry left behind it a more valuable 
successor. The character of knight gradually subsided 
in that of gentleman ; and the one distinguishes Euro- 
pean society in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, 
as much as the other did in the preceding ages. A jea- 
lous sense of honour, less romantic, but equally elevated, 
a ceremonious gallantry and politeness, a strictness in 
devotional observances, a high pride of birth and feeling 
of independence upon any sovereign for the dignity it 
gave, a sympathy for martial honour, though more sub- 
dued by civil habits, are the lineaments which prove an 
indisputable descent. The cavaliers of Charles I. were 
genuine successors of Edward’s knights ; and the resem- 
blance is much more striking, if we ascend to the civil 
wars of the League. Time has effaced much also of 
this gentlemanly, as it did before of the chivalrous cha- 
racter. Erom the latter part of the seventeenth centurj- 
its vigour and purity have undergone a tacit decay, and 
yielded, perhaps in every country, to increasing com 
mercial wealth, more difiised instruction, the spirit of 
general liberty in some, and of servile obsequiousness in 
others, the modes of life in great cities, and the levelling 
customs of social intercourse.*^ 

® The prerogative exercised by the countries above named; for chivaliy was 
kings of England of compelling men always in hi^ repute among us, nor did 
sufficiently qualified in point of estate to any nation produce more admirable spe- 
lake on them the honour of knighthood cimens of its excellences, 
was inconsistent with the true spirit of I am not minutely acquainted with 
chivalry. This began, according to Lord the state of chivalry in Spain, where it 
Lyttelton, under Henry HI. Hist, of seems to have fiourished considerably, 
Henry II. vol. ii. p. 238. Independently Italy, except in Naples, and perhaps 
of this, several causes tended to render Hedmont, di^layed little of its spirit ; 
England less under the infiuence of chi- which neither suited the free republics of 
vaJrous principles than France or Ger- the twelfth and thirteenth, nor the Jealous 
many; such as, her comparatively peace- tyrannies of the following centuries. Yet 
ful state, the smaller share she took in even here we find enough to fumidr 
the crusades, her inferiority in romances Muratori with materials for his 53zd Dis* 
of knight-errantry, but above all, the serta^on. 

leanocratical character of her laws and d The well-known Memoirs of Si. 
government. Still this is only to be Palaye are tbe best repository of lntere6^ 
xnlerstood lelaively to the two other iugand illustrative facts respecting chi 
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It is now time to peiss to a ^-eiy different subject. 
The third head tmder which I classed the im- 
provements of society during the four last cen- ^ 
turies of the middle ages was that of literature. But I 
must apprise the reader not to expect any general view 
of Hterary history, even in the most abbreviated manner. 


valry Possibly he may have relied a 
little 100 much on romances, whose pic- 
tures will naturally be overcharged. 
Froissart himself has somewhat of this 
partial tendency, and the manners of 
chivalrous times do not make so fair an 
appearance in MonstreleL In the Me- 
moirs of la Tremouille (Collect, des Mdm. 
t. xiv. p. 169), we have perhaps the ear- 
liest delineation from the life of those 
severe and stately virtues in high-bom 
ladies, of which onr own conntry fur- 
nished so many examples in the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries, and which 
were derived from the inflnence of chi- 
valrous principles. And those of Bayard 
in the same collection (t xiv. and xv.) 
are a beautiful exhibition of the best 
effects of that discipline. 

It appears to me that H. Gnizot, to 
whose judgment I owe all deference, has 
dwelt rather too much on the feudal 
character of chivalry. Hist de la Civili- 
satiou eu France, Le^on 36. Hence he 
treats the institution as in its decline 
luring the fourteenth centuiy, when, if 
we can trust either Froissart or the ro- 
mancers, it was at its height. Certainly, 
if mere knighthood was of ri^t both in 
England and the north of France, a terri- 
torial dignity, which bore with it no 
actual presumption of merit, it was 
sometimes also conferred on a more 
honourable principle. It was not every 
knight who possessed a fief, nor in prac- 
tice did every possessor of a fief receive 
jcnighthood. 

Gnizot jnstly remarks, as Sismondl has 
done, the disparity between the lives of 
most kni^ts and the theory of chival- 
rous rectitude. But the same has been 
seen in religion, and can be no reproach 
to either principle. Partout la pens^ 
morale des hommes s’^l&ve et aspire fort 
an dessns de lenr vie. Et gardez vous 
de croire que parce qn’elle ne gouv«mait 
pas imm^atement les actions, parceqne 
la pratiquf ddmontait sans cease et 


dtrangement la th^orie, I'infiuence de la 
thwrie fut nnlle et sans valenr. C’est 
beaucoup que le Jugement des hommes 
sur les actions humaines ; tot ou tard il 
devient efBcace. 

It may be thought by many severe 
judges, that I have over-valued the effi- 
cacy of chivalrous sentiments in elevating 
the moral character of the middle ages. 
But I do not see ground for withdrawing 
or modifying any sentence. The com- 
parison is never to be made with an ideal 
standard, or even with one whicha puier 
religion and a more liberal organization 
of society may have rendered effectual 
hut with the condition of a country where 
neither the sentiments of honour nor 
those of right prevail And it seems to- 
me that I have not veiled the deficiencies 
and the vices of chivalry any more than 
its beneficial tendencies. 

A very fascinating picture of chival- 
rous manners has been drawn by a writer 
of considerable reading, and still more 
considerable ability, Mr, Kenehn Digby^ 
in his Broad Stone of Honour. The 
hraveiy, the courteousness, the mumfl- 
cence, above all, the deeply religioua 
character of knighthood and its reverence 
for the church, naturally took hold of a^ 
heart so susceptible of these emotions^ 
and a fancy so quick to embody them. 
St. Palaye himself is a less enthusiastie 
eulogist of chivalry, because he has seen 
it more on the side of mere romance, and 
been less penetrated with the conviction 
of its moral excellence. But the progress 
of still deeper impression seems to have 
moderated the ardour of Mr Dighy*s 
admiration for the historical character of 
knighthood; he has discovered enou^ 
of human alloy to render unqualified 
praise hardly fitting, in his judgment, 
for a Christian writer ; and in the Mores 
Cathohei, the second work of this amiable 
and gifted man, the colours in which chi- 
valry appears are by no means so hTiUinni 
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Such an epitome would not only be necessarily superfi. 
cial, but foreign in many of its details to the purposes 
of liiis chapter, which, attempting to develops the cir- 
cumstances that gave a new complexion to society, con- 
siders literature only so far as it exercised a general and 
powerful influence. The private researches, therefore, 
of a single scholar, unproductive of any material effect 
in his generation, ought not to an-est us, nor indeed 
would a series of biographical notices, into which 
literary history is apt to fi^, be veiy instructive to a 
philosophical inquirer. But I have still a more decisive 
reason against taking a large range of literary history 
into the compass of this work, founded on the many 
contributions which have been made within the last 
forty years in that department, some of them even since 
the commencement of my own labour.® These have 
diffused so general an acquaintance with the literatoe 
of the middle ages, that I must, in treating the subject, 
either compile secondary information from well-known 
books, or enter upon a vast field of reading, with little 
hope of improving upon what has been already said, or 
even acquiring credit for original research. I shall, 
therefore, confine myself to four points; the study of 
civil law; the institution of universities; the applica- 
tion of modem languages to literature, and especially to 
poetry ; and the revival of ancient learning. 

The Eoman law had been nominally preserved ever 
since the destruction of the empire; and a 
ivii law. portion of the inhabitants of France and 

Spain, as well as Italy, were governed by its provisions. 
But this was a mere compilation from the Theodosian 
code ; which itself contained only the more recent laws 
promulgated after the establishment of Christianity, 
with some fragments ffrom earlier collections. It was 


® Four veiy rec«it publicatioiis (not 
to mentioa that of Buhle on modem 
philoflophy> enter mnch at large into the 
middle literature; those of M. Oinguend 
and M. Sismondi. the history of England 
by Mr, Sharon Turner, and the Litrarary 
History of the Middle Ages hy Mr, Be- 
rington. AU of these contain more gc 
less useful information and judicious re- 
marks; but that of G-inguen^ is among 
the most learned and important works of 


this century. I have no hesitation to 
prefer it, as &r as its subjects extend, to 
Tirabos(^ 

tA subsequent work of my own. Intro- 
duction to the History of literature in 
the 15th, 16th, and l?th Centuries, con- 
tains, in the ^t and second chapters, 
some additional illustraclons of the ante* 
oedeift period, to which the leader may 
De referred, as complementary to these 
nogea 1848.1 ^ 
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made by order of Alaric king of the Visigoths about the 
year 500, and it is frequently confounded with the The 
odosian code by writers of the dark ages/ The code of 
Justinian, reduced into system after the separation of 
the two former countries from the Greek empire, never 
obtained any authority in them ; nor was it received in 
the part of Italy subject to the Lombards. But that 
this body of laws was absolutely unknown in the "West 
during any period seems to have been too hastily sup- 
posed. Some of the more eminent ecclesiastics, as Hinc- 
mar and Ivon of Chartres, occasionally refer to it, and 
oear witness to the regard which the Eoman church had 
uniformly paid to its decisions.® 

The revival of the study of jurisprudence, as derived 
from the laws of Justinian, has generally been ascribed 
to the discovery made of a copy of Ihe Pandects at 
Amalfi, in 1135, when that city was taken by the Pisans. 
This fact, though not improbable, seems not to rest 
upon suflS^cient evidence.^ But its truth is the less 
material, as it appears to be unequivocally proved that 
the study of Justinian’s system had recom m enced before 
that era. Early in the twelfth century a professor 
named Imerius ‘ opened a school of civil law at Bologna, 
where he commented, if not on the Pandects, yet on the 
other books, the Institutes and Code, which were suffi- 
cient to teach the principles and inspire the love of that 
comprehensive jurisprudence. The study of law, having 
thus revived, made a surprising progress ,* within fifty 
years- Lombardy was full of lawyers, on whom Frederic 
Barbarossa and Alexander III., so hostile in every other 
respect, conspired to shower honours and pri'^eges. 
The schools of Bologna were pre-eminent throughout 
this century for legal leamiug. There seem also to have 
been seminaries at Modena and Mantua ; nor was any 
considerable city without distinguished civilians. In 
the next age they became still more numerous, and their 
professors more conspicuous, and universities arose at 

t Heinecdns, Hist Juris German, c, L » Imerius is sometimes called Guar* 
IS. ueriusi sometimes Wamerius: the Ger> 

« Glaxmone, 1. iv. 6. Selden, ad man W is ehauged into- Gu by 
iJletam, p. 1071. ** Italians, and occasionally omitted, espe* 

n rirahoschi, t iii. p. 359. Gingnentf. ciaUy in latihiziQg, for the safae of (Tuf 
Hist Litt de Vltalie, 1 1, p. 155. phony or purity. 
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Naples, Padua, and otiher places, where the Eoman law 
was the object of peculiar regard. 

There is apparently great justice in the opinion of 
Tirahoschi, that by acquiring internal freedom and the 
right of determining controversies by magistrates of 
their own election, lie Italian cities were led to require 
a more extensive and accurate code of wiitten laws than 
they had hitherto possessed. These municipal judges 
were chosen from among the citizens, and the succession 
to offices was usually so rapid, that almost every free- 
man might expect in his turn to partahe in the public 
government, and consequently in the administration of 
justice. The latter had always indeed been exercised 
in the sight of the people by the count and his as- 
sessors under the Lombard and Carlovingian sove- 
reigns ; but the laws were rude, the proceedmgs tumul- 
tuary, and the decisions perverted by violence. The 
spirit of liberty begot a stronger sense of right ; and 
right, it was soon perceived, could only be secured by a 
common standard. Magistrates holding temporary 
offices, and little elevated in those simple times above 
the citizens among whom they were to return, could 
only satisfy the suitors, and those who surrounded their 
tribunal, by proving the conformity of their sentences 
to acknowledged authorities. And the practice of 
alleging reasons in giving judgment would of itself in- 
troduce some uniformity of decision and some adherence 
to great rules of justice in the most arbitrary tribunals ; 
while, on the other hand, those of a free country lose 
part of their title to respect, and of their tendency to 
maintain right, whenever, either in civil or criminal 
questions, the mere sentence of a judge is pronounced 
without explanation of its motives. 

The fame of this renovated jurisprudence spread Yery 
rapidly from Italy over other parts of Europe. Students 
flocked from all parts of Bologna ; and some eminent 
masters of that school repeated its lessons in distant 
countries- One of these, Placentinus, explained the 
Digest at Montpelier before the end of the twelfth cen- 
tury ; and the collection of Justinian soon came to 
supersede the Theodosian code^in the dominions of 


k TiialKMchi, t ir. jv 38; t. t, p. 53 
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Toulotise.® Its study contintied to flourisli in the uni- 
versities of bolh these cities ; and hence the Koman law, 
as it is e:^bited in the system of Justinian, became the 
rule of all tribunals in the southern provinces of France. 
Its authority in Spain is equally ^eat, or at least is 
only disputed by that of the canonists ; “ and it forms 
the acknowledged basis of decision in all the Germanic 
tribunals, sparingly modified by the ancient feudal ous- 
tomaxies, which the jurists of the empire reduce within 
narrow bounds.® In the northern parts of France, 
where the legal standard was sought in local customs, 
the civil law met naturally with less regard. But the 
code of St. Louis borrows from that treasury many of its 
provisions, and it was constantly cited in pleadings 
before the parliament of Paris, either as obligatory by 
way of aufriority, or at least as written wisdom, to 
wMoh great deference was shown.^ Yet its study was 
long prohibited in the university of Paris, from a dispo- 
sition of the popes to establish exclusively their decretals, 
though the prohibition was silently disregarded.** 

As early as the reign of Stephen, Yacarius, a lawyer 
of Bologna, taught at Oxford with great sue- introduc. 
cess ; but the students of scholastic theology tion into 
opposed themselves, from some unexplained 
reason, to this new jurisprudence, and his lectures were 
interdicted.; About the time of Henry III. and Edward 
I. the civil law acquired some credit in England ; but a 
system entirely incompatible with it had established 
itself in our courts of justice ; and the Koman juris- 
prudence was not only soon rejected, but became 
obnoxious.* Every where, however, the clergy com- 

” Tirabosebi. t y. Vaissette. Hist, de 1 understand Denisart, (Dictionnaire des 
Languedoc, t. ii p. 517 ; t iiL p. 527; Decisions, art l)roit<>dcrli) the a£Brmatiy» 
t ly. p. 604. prevailed. It is plain at least by the 

^ Duck, de Usn Juris Civilis. L ii. a 6. Causes C61hbres. that appeal was con- 

^ Idem, 1. ii. 2. tinually mode to the principles of the 

P Duck, 1. ii. c. 5, & 30, 31. Fleaiy, civil law in the aigament of Parisian 
Hist du Droit Francois, p. 74 (prefixed advocates. 

to Argon, Institutions an Droit Fran 9 ois, i Crevier, Hist de I’XJniverslt^ de 

edit 1787), says that it was a great Paris, t L pi 316 ; t ii. p. 275. 
questimx among lawyers, and stiU unde- ^ Johan. Salishuriensis, apnd Selden ad 

dded (i e. in 1674), whether the Boman Metam, p. 1082. 
law was the common law in the * Selden, ubi supra, p. 1095-1104. This 

coutumiers, as to those points wherein passage is worthy of attention. Yet, 
their local customs were silent And, if notwithstanding Selden*s autberity, I am 
VOL. m, 2 E 
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bined its study mih. that of their own ; it was a 

maxim that every canonist must he a civilian, and that 
no one could he a good civilian unless he were also a 
canonist. In all universities, degrees are granted in 
hoth laws conjointly ; and in all courts of ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction, ttie authority of Justinian is cited, when 
that of Gregory or Clement is wanting.* 

I should earn little gratitude for my obscure diligence, 
were I to dwell on the forgotten teachers of a 
science that attracts so few. These elder pro- 
littie re- fessors of Eoman jurisprudence are infected, as 
we are told, with the faults and ignorance of 
their time; failing in the exposition of ancient law 
through incorrectness of manuscripts and want of suh- 
sidiary learning, or perverting their sense through the 
verbal subtleties of scholastic philosophy. It appears 
that, even a hundred years since, neither Azzo and 
Accursius, the principal civilians of the thirteenth cen- 
tury, nor Bartolus and Baldus, the more conspicuous 
luminaries of -the next age, nor the later writings of 
Accolti, Fidgosius, and Panormitanus, were greatly 
regarded as authorities ; unless it were in Spain, where 
improvement is always odious, and the name of Bartolus 
inspired absolute deference." In the sixteenth century, 
Aloiatus and tbe greater Cujacius became, as it were, 
the founders of a new and more enl^htened academy of 
civil law, from which the latter jurists derived their 
lessons. The laws of Justinian, stripped of their im- 
purer alloy, and of the tedious glosses of their commen- 
tators, will form the basis of other systems, and mingling, 
as we may hope, with the new institutions of philoso- 
phical legislators, continue to influence the social 
relations of mankind, long after their direct authority 
fibal] have been abrogated. The ruins of ancient Borne 
supplied the materials of a new city ; and the fragmenti< 

not eatisfied that he has not extenuated fluence, than its professors were ready tc 
the effect of Bracton's predilectioii for acknowledge, or even than they knew 
the TTutTf^mB of Roman jnrispmdence. No A full view of this sal^ect is still, I think* 
early lawyer has contributed so much to a desideratum in the history of English 
form om* own system as Bracton; and if law, which it would illustrate in a very 
his definitions and rules are sometimes interesting manner, 
bonowed firom the civilians, as all admit, * buck, Be TJsu Juris Civilis, 1. i. c. 8T 
* our common may have indirectly re- Orevina, Oxigines Juris Civilis, p 
eeived greater modificatipn from that in- 196 
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of‘ lier law, whicli ha^e already been wrought into the 
recent codes of France and Prussia, will probably, under 
other names, guide far distant generations by the 
sagacity of Modestinus and TJlpian.* 

The establi^iment of public schools in France is owing 
to Charle3aiagne. At his accession, we are as- 
sured that no means of obtaining a learned schools esta. 
education existed in Ms dominions and in 
order to restore in some degree the spirit of 
letters, he was compelled to invite strangers from 
countries where learning was not so thoroughly extin- 
guished. Alcuin of England, Clement of Ireland, Theo- 
dulf of Germany, were the true Paladins who repaired 
to his court. With the help- of these he revived a few 
sparks of diligence, and established schools in different 
cities of his empire; nor was he ashamed to be the 
disciple of that in his own palace under the care of Al- 
cuin.* His two next successors, Louis the Debonair 
and Charles the Bald, were also encouragers of letters ; 

* Those who feel some curiosity about mensis, apud Laimoy, De Sdiolis per 
the dvilians of the middle ages will find ocddentem instauxatis, p. 5. See toe 
a condse and elegant account in Gravina, Histoire Litt^ralre de la France, t ir. 
Oe Origine Juris CIvilis, p. 166-206. p. 1. “Studia liberalium artium” In 
(lips. 1708.) Tiraboschi contains perhaps this passage, must be understood to ex> 
more information; but bis prolixity is elude literature, commonly so called, but 
very wearisome. Besides this fault, it is not a certain measure of very ordinary 
evident that Tiraboschi knew very little Instruction. For there were episcopal 
of law, and had not read the dvilians of and conventual schools in the seventh 
whom he treats; whereas Gravina dis- and eighth centuries, even in France, 
cusses their merits not only with l^al espedally Aquitaine ; we need hardly 
knowledge,but with an acuteness of criti- repeat that in England, the former of 
dsm which, to say the truth, Tirahosdii these ages produced Bede and Theodore, 
never diows except on a date or a name, and the men trained under them ; the 

[The civil lawyers of the mediaeval Lives of the Saints also lead us to take 
period axe not at all forgotten' on the with some limitation the absolute denial 
continent, as the great work of Savigny, of liberal studies before Charlemagne. 
History of Eoman Law in the Middle See Guizot, Hist de la Civilis. en France, 
Ages, sufBdently proves. It is certain Le^n 16; and Ampbre, Hist Xitt de 
that^e dvil law must always be studied la France, iii. p. 4. But, perhaps, phi- 
in Europe, nor ou{^t the new codes to lology, logic, philosophy, and ev^ the- 
supersede it seeing they axe in great ology were not tau^t as sdences, in 
measure derived from its fountain ; though any of the French sdhools for these two 
1 have heard that it is less regarded in centuries ; and consequently those esta- 
France than formerly. In my earlier hlished by Charlemagne justly make an 
editions 1 depredated the study of the qpodb. 

civil law too much, and with too exclusive ^ Id. Ibid. There was a sort of lite- 
an attention to Fwlg iiah notions.] • mry dub among them, where the mem< 

y Ante ipsum dominum Carolum b^ assumed ancient names. Oharle« 
regem in Gallift nullum fait stadium magne was called David; Alcuin, Horace j 
Ubcralium artium. Monachus EngoUs- another, Bametae, &c. 

2e2 
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and the schools of Lyons, Fnlda, Corvey, Eheims, and 
some other cities, might he said to flourish in the ninth 
century,® In these were taught the trivium and quad- 
rivium, a long-established division of sciences : the first 
comprehending grammar, or what we new call philology, 
logic, and rhetoric; the second, music, arithmetic, 
geometry, and astronomy.'* But in those ages scarcely 
anybody mastered the latter four ; and to be perfect in 
the three former was exceedingly rare. All those studies, 
however, were referred to theology, and that in the 
narrowest manner ; music, for example, being reduced 
to church chanting, and astronomy to the calculation of 
Easter.® ALcuin was, in his old age, against reading the 
poets j** and this discouragement of secular learning was 
very general ; though some, as for instance Eaban, per- 
mitted a slight tincture of it, as subsidiary to religious 
instruction.® 

About the latter part of the eleventh century a greater 
University ardouT for intellectual pursuits began to show 
of Paris. itself in Europe, which in the twelfSi broke out 
into a flame. This was manifested in the numbers who 
repaired to the public academies or schools of philosophy. 
None of these grew so early into reputation as that of 
Paris. This cannot indeed, as has been vainly pretended, 
trace its pedigree to Charlemagne. The first who is said 
to have read lectures at Paris was Eemigius of Auxerre, 
about the year 900.^ For the two next centuries the 
history of this school is very obscure ; and it would be 
hard to prove an unbroken continuity, or at least a de- 
pendence and connexion of its professors. In the year 
1100 we find William of Champeaux teaching logic, and 
apparently some higher parts of philosophy, with much 

Abelard preceptor was eclipsed by his 

disciple, afterwards his rival and adversaiy, 
Peter Abelard, to whose brilliant and hardy genius the 
university of Paris appears to be indebted for its rapid 
advancement. Abelard was almost the first who awak- 

* EKst litt^raire, p. 217, &c. p. 126. 

b This dlvisioa of the sciences is as- d Crevier, Hist del'Univcrsltedc Paris, 
cribed to St Augustin ; and we certaiidy 1 1 p 28. 

find it establidied early in the sixth cen- ® Brrcker, tilt p. 612. Baban Maurus 
tuiy. Bmcker, Historia Critica Philo- waschief of the cathedral school at Fulda, 
sophise, t iiL p. 597. In the ninth century, 

® Schmidt, Hist, des Ailemands, t ii. f Crevier, p. 66, 
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ened mankind in the ages of darkness to a sjonpathy with 
intellectual excellence. His bold theories, not the less 
attractive perhaps for treading upon the bounds of heresy, 
his imprudent vanity, that scorned the regularly acquired 
reputation of older men, allured a multitude of disciples, 
who would never have listened to an ordinary teacher. 
It is said that twenty cardinals and fifty bishops had 
been among his hearers.® Even in the wilderness, where 
he had erected the monastery of Paraclete, he was sur- 
rounded by enthusiastic admirers, relinquishing the 
luxuries, if so they might be called, of Paris, for the 
coarse living and imperfect accommodation which that 
retirement could afford.^ But the whole of Abelard’s life 
was the siiipwreck of genius; and of genius, both the 
source of his own calamities and unserviceable to pos- 
terity. There are few lives of literary men more* 
interesting or more diversified by success and adversity,, 
l>y glory and humiliation, by the admiration of mankind: 
and the persecution of enemies ; nor from which, I may 
add, more impressive lessons of moral •prudence may be- 
derived.* One of Abelard’s pupils was Peter Lombard, 
afterwards archbishop of Paris, and author of a work, 
called the Book of Sentences, which obtained the highest 
authority among the scholastic disputants. The resort ' 
of students to Paris became continually greater ; they 
appear, before the year 1169, to have been divided into*- 
nations ; ^ and prolmbly they had an elected rector and 
voluntary rules of discipline about the same time. This, 
however, is not decisively proved ; but in the last year 
of the twelfth century they obtained their earliest charter 
from Philip Augustus." 

s Crevier, p. 171 ; Bracker, p. 677 ; eonct^tvaZism. 

Tiraboschi, t, iii. p, 275. k The fEumlly of arts in the Tmiversity 

h Brucker, p. 750. of Paris was divided into fonr naticLb; 

i A great interest has been revived in those of France, Picardy, Normandy, and 
F^ce for the philosophy, as well as the England. These had distinct snffirages 
personal history of Abelard, liy the pnb- in the affiiirs of the vniv^ty, and con- 
lication of his philosophical writings, in seqnently, whminnited, ontntimbered the 
1836, nnder so eminent an editor as M. three hi gh er fimilties of theology, law, 
Cousin, and hy the excellent work of M. and medicine. In 1169, Henry IJ. of 
de B^nsat, in 1845, with the title Ab^ Eagland offers to refer his dispute with 
lard, containing a copious accoimt both Becket to the provinces of the school o! 
of the life and writings of that miot re- Paris. 

markable man, the father, perhaps, of the “Crevier, t L p. 279. The first 
theory as to the natore of nniversal ideas, statute regulating the discipline of the 
now so generally known by the name of nniversitiy was given hy Robert de Cooi^ 
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The opimon wMoli ascribes the fo-ondation of Iho 
University tuuYersity of Oxford to Alfred^ if it cannot be 
of Oxford, maintained as a truth, contains no intrinsic 
marks of error, Ingulfiis, abbot of Croyland, in the 
earliest anthentio passage that can be adduced to this 
point,® declares that he was sent from Westminster to the 
school at Oxford, where he learned Aristotle, with the 
first and second books of Tnlly’s Ehetoric.® Since a 
school for dialectics and rhetoric subsisted at Oxford, a 
town of but middling size and not the seat of a bishop, 
we are naturally led to refer its foundation to one of our 
kings, and none who had reigned after Alfred appears 
likely to have manifested such zeal for learning. How- 
ever, it is evident that the school of Oxford was fre- 
quented under Edward the Confessor. There follows ar 
interval of above a century, during which we have, 1 
believe, no contemporary evidence of its continuance. 
But in the reign of Stephen, Yaoarius read lectures there 
upon civil law ; and it is reasonable to suppose that a 
foreigner would iLot have chosen that city, he had not 
found a seminary of learning already established. It was 
probably inconsiderable, and might have been interrupted 
during some part of the preceding century In the reign 


^on, legate of Honoriiis IIL, In 1215, id- 
p. 296. 

® No one probably would choose to 
rely on a passage found in one manu- 
script of Asserius, which has all appear- 
ance of an interpolation. It is evident 
from an anecdote In Wood’s History of 
Oxford, vol. i. p. 23 (Outch’s edition), 
that Camden did not believe in the 
authenticity of this passage, though be 
thought proper to insert it in the Bri- 
tannia. 

® 1 Gale, p. t5. The mention of Aris- 
totle at so early a period mi^t seem to 
throw some suq>icion on this passage. 
Bat it is impossible to detach it from the 
context; and the works of Aristotle in- 
tended hy IngnlftLS were translations of 
parts of his Logic by Boethius and Vic- 
torin. Bmcker, p. 678. A passage in- 
deed in Peter of Blois’s continuation of 
Ingulfos, where the study of Averroes is 
said to have taken place at CaarJyridge 
some years before be was bom, is of a 
j^erent complexion, and must of coocsc 


be rejected as spuriona. In the Gei^ 
Comitnm And^vensinm, Folk, count 
of Anjou, who lived about 920, is said to 
have been skiUed AristoteUcis et Cioe- 
ronianis ratiociuationibns. 

(The authenticity of Ingulfos has been 
called in question, not only by Sir Francis 
Palgrave, but by Mr. Wright Biogr. 
Liter., Anglo-Norman Period, p. 29. And 
this implies, apparently, the spnrionsnesa 
of the continuation ascribed to Peter of 
Blois, in which the passage about Aver- 
roes throws doubt upon the whole. 1 
have, in the Introduction to the History 
of Literature, retracted the degree of 
credence here given to the foundation 
of the university of Oxford by Alfred. 
If Ingulfos is not genuine, we have no 
proof of its existence as a school of 
learning before the middle of the twelfth 
century.} 

P may be remarked, that John of 
Salisbary, who wrote in the first yean 
of Henry XL’s reign, tince his PolyoRM 
ticon is dedicated to Becket. before be 
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of Henry IT., or at least of Bicliard I., Oxford became a 
Tery flourishing university, and in 1201, according to 
Wood, contained 3000 scholars.*^ The earliest cbarters 
were granted by J ohn. 

If it were necessary to construe the word university 
in the strict sense of a legal incorporation, xiniversitj 
Bologna might lay claim to a higher antiq[uity of Bologna. 
tha n either Paris or Oxford. There are a few vestiges 
of studies pursued in that city even in the eleventh cen- 
tury ; ' but early in the next the revival of the Eoman 
jurisprudence, as has been already noticed, brought a 
throng of scholars round the chairs of its professors. 
Frederic Barbarossain 1168, by his authentic, or rescript, 
entitled Habita, took these under his protection, and 
permitted them to be tried in civil suits by their own 
judges. This exemption from the ord inar y 
tribunals, and even from those of the church, ment^^ 
was naturally coveted by other academies ; it 
was granted to the university of Paris by its 
earliest charter from Philip Augustus, and to Oxford by 
John. From this time the golden age of universities 
commenced ; and it is hard to say whether they were 
favoured more by their sovereigns or by the see of Eome. 
Their history indeed is full of struggles with the muni- 
cipal authorities, and with the bishops of their several 
cities, wherein they were sometimes Ihe aggressors, and 
generally the conquerors. From all parts of Europe 
students resorted to these renowned seats of learning 
with an eagerness for instruction which may astonish 
those who reflect how little of what we now deem useful 
could be imparted. At Oxford, under Henry HI., it is 
said that there were 30,000 scholars ; an exa^eration 
which seems to imply that the real number was very 
great.* A respectable contemporary writer asserts that 

oecame archl)iAop, makes no mention of ' Tirabosdil, t. iiL pu 259, et alibi; 

Oxford, which he would probably have Muratori, Diss^ 43. 
done if it had been an eminent seat of * ** But aiuong these,*’ says Anthony 
learning at that time. Wood. " a company of varlets, who pre* 

^Wood’s Hist and Antiquities of tended to he scholars, shuffled themselves 
Oxford, p. 177. The Benedictines of in, and did act much villany in the uni- 
St. Maur say, that there was an eminent verstty by thieviiig, whoring, quarrelling, 
school of canon law at Oxford aA>ont the &c. They lived under no discipline, 
end of the twelfth century, to which many neither had they tutors; hut only for 
students repaired from Paris. Histlitt ihshion’s sake would -sometimes thmsl 
do la France, t ix. p. 216. thonselves into the schools at ordinaiy 
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tihere were full 10,000 at Bologna atont the same timo. 
I have not observed any nnmerical statement as to Pam 
during this age ; hnt there can he no doubt that it was 
more frequented than any other. At the death of Charles 
VIL in 1453, it is said to have contained 25,000 students.* 
In the thirteenth century other universities sprang up in 
different countries ; Padua and Naples under the patron- 
age of Frederic II., a zealous and useful friend to letters,* 
Toulouse and Montpelier, Cambridge and Salamanca/ 
Orleans, which had long been distinguished as a school 
of civil law, received the privileges of incoiporation 
early in the fourteenth century, and Angers before the 
expiration of the same age.* Prague, the earliest and 
most eminent of German universities, was founded in 
1350 ; a secession from thence of Saxon students, in con- 
sequence of the nationality of the Bohemians and the 
Hussite schism, gave rise to that of Leipsic.* The 
fifteenth century produced several new academical foun- 
dations in France and Spain. 

A large proportion of scholars in most of those institu- 
tions were drawn by the love of science from foreign 
countries. The chief universities had their own parti- 
cular departments of excellence. Paris was unrivalled 
for scholastic theology ; Bologna and Orleans, and after- 
wards Bourges, for jurisprudence ; Montpelier for medi- 
cine. Though national prejudices, as in the case of 


lectures, and when they wont to perfonn 
any mii^liief, then would they be ac- 
counted scholars, that so they mi^t free 
themsdves from the jurisdiction of the 
burghers.’* p. 206. If we allow three 
varletsto one scholar, the uniyersity will 
stiU have been reiy fully ftequcnted by 
the latter. 

t Tlraboschi, t iv. p. 4^. Azarius, 
about the middle of the fourteenth cen- 
tury, says the number was about 13,000 
in time. Muratoii, Script Her. Ital. 
t xvL p. 325. 

“ Villaret Hist de France, t xvi. 
p. 341. This may perhaps require to be 
taken with allowance. But Paris owes 
a great part of its buildings on the 
aouihem bank of the Seine to the uni- 
versity. The students are said to have 
been about 12,000 before 1480. Crevier, 
t iv. p. 410. 

* 'nraboechi, t iv. p. 43 and 46. 


T The earliest authentic mention of 
Cambridge as a place of leamiug, if 1 
mistake not, is in Matthew Paris, who 
informs us, that in 1209, John having 
caused three clerks of Oxford to be 
hanged on suspicion of murder, the whole 
body of scholars left that city, and emi- 
grated. some to Cambridge, some tc 
Beading, in order to cany on their stu 
dies (p. 191, edit. 1684). But it may be 
conjectured with some prohab Jity, that 
they were led to a town so distant a& 
Cax^ridge by the previous establishment 
of academic^ instruction in that place. 
The incorporation of Cambridge is in 
1231 (15 Hen. IlL), so that there is no 
great difference in the legal antiqui^ of 
our two universities. 

* Crevier, Hist de I’llniversiti d« 
Paris, p 216 ; t iiL p. 140. 

» Pfeffel, Abrdg^ Chronok^qxie i* 
Hist de I’AHemagne, p. 550. 60T. 
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Prague, sometimes interfered -with this jEree resort oi 
foreigners to places of education, it was in general a wise 
policy of government, as well as of the universities them- 
selves, to encourage it. The thirty-fifth article of the 
peace of Bretigni provides for the restoration of foimer 
privileges to students respectively in the French and 
English universities.** Various letters patent will be 
found in Eymer’s collection, securing to Scottish as well 
as French natives a safe passage to their place of educa- 
tion, The English nation, including howeA^er the 
Flemings and Germans,® had a separate vote in the 
faculty of arts at Paris. But foreign students were not, 
I believe, so numerous in the English academies. 

If endowments and privileges are the means of quick- 
ening a zeal for letters, they were liberally bestowed in 
the last three of the middle ages. Crevier enumerates 
fifteen colleges founded in the university of Paris during 
the thirteenth century, besides one or two of a stiD 
earlier date. Two only, or at most three, existed in that 
age at Oxford, and but one at Cambridge. In the next 
two centuries these universities could boast, as every one 
knows, of many splendid foundations, though much ex 
ceeded in number by those of Paris. Considered as 
ecclesiastical institutions it is not surprising that the 
universities obtained, according to the spirit of their 
age, an exclusive cognizance of civil or criminal suits 
anecting their members. This jurisdiction was, how- 
ever, local as well as personal, and in reality encroached 
on the regular police of their cities. At Paris the pri- 
vilege turned to a flagrant abuse, and gave rise to many 
scandalous contentions,"* Still more valuable advantages 
were those relating to ecclesiastical preferments, of which 
a large proportion was reseiwed in France to academical 
graduates. Something of the same sort, though less ex- 
tensive, may still be traced in the rules respecting 
plurality of benefices in our English church. 

This remarkable and almost sudden transition from a 
total iudiflerenoe to all intellectual pursuits 
cannot be ascribed perhaps to any general their 
causes.^ The restoration of the civil, and the 
formation of the canon Jaw, were indeed eminently con 

' Rymer, t vl. pu 2&2. « Crevier. t ii. p. 398 

d Crevier and Villaret, passim- 
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dueive to it, and a proportion of sokolars in most 
uniYersities confined themselves to jurisprudence. But 
Scholastic chief attraction to the studious was the new 
philosophy, scholastio pMlosophy. The love of contention, 
especially with such arms as the art of dialectics supplies 
to an acute understanding, is natural enough to mankind. 
That of speculating upon the mysterious questions of 
metaphysics and theology is not less so. These disputes 
and speculations, however, appear to have excited little 
interest till, after the middle of the eleventh century, 
EosceHn, a professor of logic, revived the old question of 
the Grecian schools respecting universal ideas, the reality 
of which he denied. This ladled a spirit of metaphy- 
sical discussion, which Lanftanc and Anselm, succ'es- 
sively archbishops of Canterbury, kept alive ; and in the 
next century Abelard and Peter Lombard, specially the 
latter, completed the scholastio system of philosophizing. 
The logic of Aristotle seems to have been partly known 
in the eleventh century, although that of Augustin was 
perhaps in higher estimation ; ® in the twelfth it obtained 
more decisive influence. His metaphysics, to which the 
logic might be considered as preparatory, were intro- 
duced through translations ftom the Arabic, and perhaps 
also from the Greek, early in the ensuing century.' TMs 
work, condemned at first by the decrees of popes and 
councils on account of its supposed tendency to atheism. 


® Brucfcer, Hist Crit Philosophia, tiii. 
p. 678. 

f Id. Ibid. Tirabosctd conceives that 
the translations of Aristotle made by 
oommand of Frederic EL. were directly 
from the Greek, t iv. p. 145 ; and cen- 
sures Bmcker for the contraiy opinion. 
Bnhle, however (Hist, de la Philosophie 
Modeme, t. i. p. 696), appears to agree 
with Bmcker. It is almost certain that 
versions were made from the Arabic 
Aristotle: whidi itself was not imme- 
diately taken from the Greek, but from a 
Syriac me<£nm. GingnenA Hist Lltt 
de lltalie, t. i. p. 212 (on the authority 
of H. Langles). 

It was not only a knowledge of Aris- 
totle that the scholastics of Europe de- 
rived from the Arabic Uu^^uage. His 
writings had produced in the flourishis^ 
Kohsmmedan kingdoms a vast number 


of commentators, and of metaphysicians 
trained in the same schooL Of these 
Averroes, a native of Cordova, who died 
early in the thirteenth century, was the 
most emin^t It would be curious to 
examine more minutely than has hitherto 
been done the original writtogs of these 
famous men, which no doubt have suf- 
fered in translation. A passage from A1 
Gazel, which Mr. Turner has rendered 
from the Latin, with all the disadvantage 
of a double remove from the author's 
words, appears to state the argument in 
&vour of that class of Hommalists, called 
Conceptualists, with more clearness and 
precision than any thing I have seen 
from the schoolmen. A1 Gazel died in 
I126„^nd consequently might have aug 
gested' this theory to Ab^rd, which 
however is not probable. Tamer's Hist 
of EugL v(^ 1. p. 513. 
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acquired by degrees an. infinence, to whicb even j^pes 
and councils were obliged to yield. The Mendicant 
Friars, established throughout Europe in the thirteenth 
century, greatly contributed to promote the Aristotelian 
philosophy; and its final reception into the orthodox 
system of the church may chiefly be ascribed to Thomas 
Aquinas, the boast of the Dominican order, and certainly 
the most distinguished metaphysician of the middle ages. 
His authority silenoed all scruples as to that of Aristotle, 
and the two philosophers were treated with equally im- 
plicit deference by the later schoolmen.® 

This scholastic philosophy, so famous for several ages, 
has since passed away and been forgotten. The history 
of literature, like that of empire, is full of revolutions. 
Our public libraries are cemeteries of departed reputa- 
tion, and the dust accumulating upon their untouched 
volumes speaks as forcibly as the grass that waves over 
the ruins of Babylon. Few, very few, for a hundred years 
past, have broken the repose of the immense works of 
the schoolmen. None perhaps in our own country have 
acquainted themselves particularly with their contents. 
Leibnitz, however, expressed a wish that some one con- 
versant with modem philosophy would undertake to 
extract the scattered particles of gold which may be 
hidden in their abandoned mines. This wish has been 
at length partially fulfilled by three or four of those 
industrious students and keen metaphysicians, who do 
honour to modem Germany. But most of their works 
are unknown to me except by repute, and as they all 
appear to be formed on a very extensive plan, I doubt 
whether even those laborious men could afford adequate 
time for this ungrateful research. Y et we cannot pretend 
to deny that Eoscelin, Anselm, Abelard, Peter Lombard, 
Albertus Magnus, Thomas Aqtdnas, Duns Scotus, and 
Ockham, were men of acute and even profound under- 
standings, the giants of their own generation. Even 

9 Bracker, ' Hist Crit PhUosopblse, philosophy than any clear yiew of Its 
t iii. 1 have found no better guide than character. Of the valuable works lately 
Brucker. But he confesses himself not pnblii^ed in Geimany on the history of 
to have read the original writings of the philosox^iy, I have only seen that of 
scholastics ; an admission which every Bnhle, which did not faU into my hands 
reader will perceive to be qulU neces- till I had nearly written these pages. 
saxy. Consequently, he gives Ub rather Tieiemann and Tennemann are 1 be* 
a verbose declamation against their licve, still untranslated. 
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with the slight knowledge we possess of their tenets, 
there appear through the cloud of repulsive technical 
harhaiisms rays of metaphysical genius which this age 
ought not to despise. Thus in the works of Anselm is 
found the celebrated argument of Des Cai-tes for the 
existence of a Deity, deduced jfrom the idea of an infinitely 
perfect being. One great object that most of the school- 
men had in view was, to establish the principles of natural 
theology by abstract reasoning. This reasoning was 
doubtless liable to great difficulties. But a modem 
writer, who seems tolerably acquainted with the subject, 
assures us that it would be difficult to mention any tiieo- 
retical argument to prove the divine attributes, or any 
objection capable of being raised against the proof, which 
we do not find in some of the scholastic philosophers.*' 
The most celebrated subjects of discussion, and. those 
on which this class of reasoners were most divided, were 
the reality of universal ideas, considered as extrinsic to 
the human mind and the freedom of will. These have 
not ceased to occupy the thoughts of metaphysicians.* 
But aU discovery of tmth by means of these contro- 


^ BnUe, mst de la Philos. Moderae, 
tip. 723. This author raises upon the 
whole aikvonrable notion of Anselm and 
Aqninas ; hnt he hardly notices any other. 

j Mr. Turner has with his character- 
istic spirit of enterprise examined some 
of the writings of our chief English 
schoolmen, Duns Scotus and Oclkham 
(Hist of Eng. vol. i.), and even given 
us some extracts from them. They seem 
to me very frivolous, so far as I can col- 
lect their meaning; Ockham in par- 
ticular fills very short of what I had 
expected ; and his nominalism is strangely 
different from that of Berkeley, We 
can hardly reckon a man in the right, 
who is so by accident, and throi^ so- 
phistical reasoning. However, a well- 
known article in the Edinhui^ Beview, 
No. liiL p. 204, gives, from Texme- 
xnann, a more favourable account of 
Ockham. 

Perhaps I may have imagined the 
scholastics to be more forgotten than they 
really are. Within a short time I have 
met with four living Engli^ writers who 
have read parts Thomas Aquinas ; Mr. 
rnmer, Mr. Berington, Mr. Coleridge, 


and the Edinburi^ Beviewer. Still I 
cannot bring myself to think that there 
are four more in this conntry who can 
say the same. Certain portions, how- 
ever, of his writings are still read in the 
conrse of instruction of some Catholic 
universities. 

{T leave this passagq as it was written 
ahont 1814. But it must he owned 
with regard to the schoolmen, as well as 
the jurists, that I at that time under- 
rated, or at least did not anticipate, the 
attention which their works have at- 
tracted in mod^ Enrope, and that the 
passage in the text is more applicable to 
the philosophy of the eighteenth century 
than of the present For several years 
past the metaphysicians of Oermany 
and France have brushed the dust from 
the sdiolasfic volumes ; Teunemann and 
Buhle, Begerando, hnt more than all 
Cousin and BAmusat, in their excellent 
labours on Abelard, have restored the 
mediaeval philosophy to a place in trans- 
cendental^, metaphysics, which, daring 
the prevalence of the Cartesian school, 
and those derived from it, had heeai 
reftwed. 1848.} 
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versies was rendered hopeless by two insxtnnoimtable 
obstacles, the authority of Aristotle and that of the church. 
Wherever obsequious reverence is substituted for bold 
inquiry, truth, if she is not already at hand, will never 
be attained. The scholastics did not understand Aris- 
totle, whose original writings they could not read but 
his name was received with implicit faith. They learned 
his peculiar nomenclature, and fancied that he had given 
them realities. The authority of the church did them 
still more harm. It has been said, and probably with 
much truth, that their metaphysics were injurious to 
their theology. But I must observe in return that their 
theology was equally injurious to their metaphysics. 
Their disputes continually turned upon questions either 
involving absurdity and contradiction, or at best inscru- 
table by human comprehension. Those who assert the 
greatest antiquity of the Eoman Catholic doctrine as to 
Sie real presence, allow that both the word and the defi- 
nition of transubstantiation are owing to the scholastic 
writers. Their subtleties were not Sways so well re- 
ceived. They reasoned at imminent peril of being 
charged with heresy, which Koscelin, Abelard, Lombai d, 
and Ockham did not escape. In the virulent factions 
that arose out of their metaphysical quarrels, either party 
was eager to expose its adversary to detraction and per- 
secution. The Nominalists were accused, one hardly 
sees why, with reducing, like Sabellius, the persons of 
the Trinity to modal distinctions. The Eealists, mth 
more pretence, incuiTed the imputation of holding a 
language that savoured of atheism." In the controversy 
which the Dominicans and Franciscans, disciples re- 
spectively of Thomas Aquinas and Duns Scotus, main- 
tained about grace and freewill, it was of course still 

k Roger Bacon, by &r the truest phi- egregious errors in both respects. And 
losopher of the middle ages, complains of there is so much misapprehensioii and 
the ignorance of Aristotle's translators, obscurity in the Aristotelian writings as 
Every translator, he observes, ought to thus translated, that no one understands 
understand his anther's subject, and the them. Opus Msjus, p. 45 
two language from which and into which “ Brucker, p. 733, 912 Mr, Turner 
he is to render the work. But none has fallen into some confosion as to this 
hitherto, except Boethius, have suffl- point, and supposes the nominalist sys- 
ciently known the languages; nor has tern to have had a pantheistical tendency, 
one, except Robert Grostete (thff femous not clearly apprdiending its ebaraetjv 
bishop of Lincoln), had a competent ac- istics, p. 512. 
quaintonce with science. The rest make 
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jaore easy to deal in mxLtaal reproaches of heterodoxy 
But the schoolmen were in general prudent enough not 
to defy the censures of the church ; and the popes, in 
return for the support they gave to all exorbitant pre- 
tensions of the Holy Sei\ connived at this factious 
wrangling, which threatened no serious misohief, as it 
did not proceed from any i idependent spirit of research. 
Yet with all their apparent conformity to the received 
creed, there was, as might be expected from the circum- 
stances, a great deal of real deviation from orthodoxy, 
and even of infidelity. The scholastic mode of dispute, 
admitting of no termination and producing no conviction, 
was the sure cause of scepticism ; and the system of Aris- 
totle, especially with the commentaries of Averroes, bore 
an aspect very unfavourable to natural religion." The 
Aristotelian philosophy, even in the hands of the Master, 
was like a barren tree tiiat conceals its want of fruit by pro- 
fusion of leaves. But the scholastic ontology was much 
worse. What could be more trifling than disquisitions 
about the nature of angels, their modes of operation, 
their means of conversing, or (for these were distin- 
guished) the morning and evening state of their under- 
standings ?" Into such follies the schoolmen appear to 
have launched, partly because there was less danger of 
running against a heresy in a matter where the church 
had defined so little— partly from their presumption, 
which disdained all inquiries into the human mind, as 
merely a part of physics — and in no small degree through 
a spirit of mystical fanaticism, derived from the oriental 
philosophy and the later Platonists, which blended itself 
with the cold-blooded technicalities of the Aristotelian 
school.^ But this unproductive waste of the faculties 

® Petrarcih gives a cnrions account of have been introduced into Europe by 
the irreligion that prevailed nTnnng the John Scotus, whom Buhle treats as the 
learned at Venice and Padua, in con- founder of the scholastic philosophy; 
6e(]uence of their unbounded admixatiion thou^, as it made no sensible pr<^e8s 
for Aristotle and Averroes. One of this for two centuries after bis time, it seems 
scho o l, conversing with hTm, after ex- more natural to give that credit to Eos- 
pressing much cont^pt for the Apcnstles cdin and Anselm. Scotus, or Engeno, 
and Fathers, exclaimed; XTUnam tu as he is perhaps more freqnently called, 
Averroim pati posses, ut videres quanto took up, Ihrou^ the medium of a Q)u- 
ille tuis his nugatoribus ms^r sit hfem. rious work, ascribed to Dionysius the 
de Pdtrarque, t. HL p. T69. Tieiboschi, Areopa^te, that remarkable system, 
1 V. p. 162. which bas from time immemorial pre- 

®’Brucker,p.89b, vailed in some schools of the Bast. 

P This mystical philoso^ appears to whereta all external phenomena, as weU 
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could not last for cTer, Men discoTered that they had 
given their time for the promise of wisdom, and been 
cheated in the bargain. What Joto of Salisbxiry observes 
of the Parisian dialecticians in his own time, that, after 
several years’ absence, he found them not a step ad- 
vanced and still employed in ur^g and parryiij^ the 
same arguments, was eq^ually applicable to the period, of 
centuries. After three or four hundred years, the scho- 
lastics had not untied a single knot, nor added one 
unequivocal truth to the domain of philosophy. As this 
became more evident, the enthusiasm for that kind of 
learning declined; after the middle of the fourteenth 
century few distinguished teachers arose among the 
schoolmen, and at the revival of letters their pretended 
science had no advocates left, but among the prejudic^ 
or ignorant adherents of established systems. How dif- 
ferent is the state of genuine philosophy, the zeal for 
which will never wear out by length of time or change 
of fashion, because the inquirer, unrestrained by autho- 
rity, is perpetually cheered by the discovery of truth in 
researches, which the boundless riches of nature seem to 
render indefinitely progressive ^ 

Yet, upon a general consideration, the attention paid 
in the universities to scnolastic philosophy, may be 
deemed a source of improvement in the intellectual 
character, when we compare it with the perfect igno- 

fls all subordinate intellects, are con- would, however, he better grounded 
sidered as emanating from the Supreme against some whose style might deceive 
Being, into whose essence they are here- an unaccustomed reader. In fact, the 
after to be absorbed. This system, re- philosophy of emanation leads very nearly 
produced under various modifications, to the doctrine of an universal substance, 
and combined with various theories of which begot the atheistic system of Spi 
philosophy and religion, is perhaps the noza, and which appears to have revived 
most congenial to the spirit of solitary with similar consequences among the 
speculation, and consequently the most metaphysicians of Germany. How very 
extensively difiused of any which those closely the language of this oriental phi- 
hi^ themes have engendered. It ori- losophy, or even that which regards the 
(^nated no doubt in sublime conceptions Deity as the soul of the world, may 
cf divine omnipotenoe and ubiquity, verge upon pantheism, will be perceived 
But clearness of expression, or indeed of (without the trouble of reading the first 
ideas, being not easily ccomected with book of Cudwortb) from two famous 
mysticism, the language of philoso|^era passes of Vh^ and Lucan. Georg 
adopting the theory of emanation is 1. iv.v. 219 ; and Pharsalia, L vlii. v. S78 
often hanUy distinguishable from that of 9 This snlject, as well as some others 
the x)antheists. Bmcker, very nzijnstly, in this part of the present chapter, has 
as I iiBi^ino from the passages hfi quotes, been touched in my Introdnclioo to the 
accuses John Erigena of pantbeian. Literature of the 15th, 16tfa, and lYtb 
ifist Philos p. 620. The charge Centuries, 
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ranee of some preceding ages. WTiether the same indnstr^r 
woTiLd. not liavo been more profitably directed if the love 
of metaphysics had. not intervened, is another question. 
Philology, or the principles of good taste, degenerated 
through the prevalence of school-logic. The Latin com- 
positions of the twelfth century are better than those of 
the three that followed— at least on the northern side of 
the Alps. I do not, however, conceive that any real 
correctness of taste or general elegance of style was 
likely to subsist in so imperfect a condition of society. 
These qualities seem to require a certain harmonious 
correspondence in the tone of manners before they can 
establish a prevalent influence over literature. A more 
real evil was the diverting of studious men from mathe- 
matical science. Early in the twelfth century several 
persons, chiefly English, had brought into Europe some 
of the Arabian writings on geometry and physics. In 
the thirteenth the works of EuoHd were commented upon 
by Campano,' and Roger Bacon was fully acquainted with 
them.® Algebra, as far as the Arabians knew it, ex- 
tending to quadratic equations, was actually in the hands 
of some ItaHans at the commencement of the same age, 
and preserved for almost three hundred years as a secret, 
though without any conception of its importance. As 


' Tiraboschi, t iv. p. 160. 

• There is a very copious and sensible 
acconnt of Eoger Bacon in Wood’s History 
of Oxford, vol. i. p. 332 (Q-ntch’s edition). 
1 am a little surprised that Antony ^onld 
have found ont Bacon's merit. 

The resemblance between Boger Bacon 
and his greater namesal» is very re- 
markable. Whether Lord Bacon ever 
read ttie Opus Majns, I know not; hnt It 
is siiigolar, that his favourite quaint ex- 
pression. prcETogaUvcB sdentiamm, ^onld 
oe found in that work, thon^ not used 
with the same aUnsion to the Boman 
comitia. And whoever reads the sixth 
part of the Opns Majns, npon expe- 
rimental science, must he struck by it as 
the prototype, in spirit, of the Novum 
Organum. The same sanguine and 
sometimes rash confidence in the effect 
of physical discovenes, the same fondness 
for experiment, the same prefcrencer of 
inductive to atetract reasoning, pervade 
V>th works. Eoger Bacon's pfafioeo* 


phical spirit may be illustrated by the 
following passage: Duo sunt modi cog- 
noscendi; scilicet per ai^umentum et 
experimentum. Argumentum concludit 
et facit nos condudere qusBstionem; sed 
non certificat neqne removet dubita- 
tionem, ut quiescat animus in intaitu 
veritatis, nisi earn inveniat vi& expe- 
ricatlsB ; quia mulU habent argnmenta 
ad sdbilia, sed quia non habent expe- 
rienfiam, negligunt ea, neqne vitant no 
dva nec perseqnnntur bona. Si enin 
aliquis homo, qui nunquam vldit ignem 
probavit per ai^umenta suffldentla quod 
ignis combmit et Isedit res et destmit, 
nnnquam propter hoc quiesceret animua 
andientls, nec ignem vitaret antequam 
uoueret manum vel rem combnstibilem 
^ ignem, nt per experlentlam pro- 
baret quod argumentum edocebat; sed 
assumtft experientik combustionis cer- 
tificatuiTanimus et quiesdt in falgor«i 
veritatis, quo ai^mentum non snffidt 
sed experienUa. p. 446. 
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abstract mathematics require no collateral aid, they may 
reach the highest perfection in ages of general barbarism ; 
and there seems to be no reason why, if the course of 
study had been directed that way, there should not have 
arisen a Newton or a La Place, instead of an Aquinas or 
an Ockham. The knowledge ^splayed by Poger-Bacon 
and by Albertus Magnus, even in the mixed mathematics, 
under every disadvantage from the imperfection of instru- 
ments and the want of recorded experience, is sufficient 
to inspire us with regret that Uieir contemporaries were 
more inclined to astonishment than to emulation. These 
inquiries indeed were subject to the ordeal of fire, the 
great purifier of books and men ; for if the metaphysician 
stood a chance of being burned as a heretic, the natural 
philosopher was in not less jeopardy as a magician.* 

A far more substantial cause of intellectual improve- 
ment was the development of those new Ian- ^ 
guages that sprang out of the corruption of of the new 
Latin. For three or four centuries after what 
was called the Eomance tongue was spoken in France, 
there remain but few vestiges of its employment in 
writing ; though we cannot draw an absolute . . 
inference from our want of proof, and a critic SeRom^ce 
of much autliority supposes translations to 
have been made into it for religious purposes ^ ^ * 
from the time of Charlemagne.” During this period the 
language was split into two very separate dialects, the 
regions of which may be considered, though by no 
means strictly, as divided by the Loire. These were 
called the Langne d’Oil and the Langue d’Oc; or in 
more modem terms, the French and Provengal dialects. 
In the latter of these I know of nothing which can even 
by name be traced beyond the year 1100. About that 
time Gregory de Bechada, a gentleman of Limousin, 
recorded the memorable events of the first crusade, then 
recent, in a metrical history of great length.* This 

t See the &te of Cecco d’Ascoli in maternft lingnft rhythiuo ynlgaxi, nt po- 
Tiraboschi, t r. p. 174. pnlns pleniter intelligeret, ingens volu- 

Le Boenf, de lAcad. des men decenter compoBoit, et nt Tera et 

£nscr^t t xviL p. 711, faceta verba proferret, dnodecim anncrMn 

* Gregorins, cc^omento Bedia|a, de gpatinm super hoc opus openun dedit 
Castro de Turribus, professlone miles, Ne verd vllesceret propter verbum vnl- 
subtilissimi ingenii vir,aliqnantaliuulm- gare, non sine prsecepto episcopi Eos- 
bntos Uteris, homm gesta prtelionim torgii, et oonsUio GanbertiL Normannl 

VOL, in. 2 F • 
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poem has altogether perished 5 which, considering the 
popularity of its subject, as M. Sismondi justly remarks, 
would probably not have been the case it* it had pos- 
sessed any merit. But very soon afterwards a multi- 
tude of poets, like a swarm of summer insects, appeared 
Troubadours the southem provinces of France. These 
of Provence, were the celebrated Troubadours, whose fame 
depends far less on their positive excellence than on 
the darkness of preceding ages, on the temporary sensa- 
tion they excited, and their permanent influence on the 
state of European poetry. From William count of 
Poitou, the earliest troubadour on record, who died in 
1126, to their extinction, about the end of the next cen- 
tury, there were probably several hundred of these 
versifiers in the langu^e of Provence, though not always 
natives of France. Millot has published the lives of one 
hundred and forty-two, besides the names of many more 
whose histoiy is unknown ; and a still greater number, 
it cannot be doubted, are unknown by name. Among 
those poets axe reckoned a king of England (Eichard I.), 
two of Aragon, one of Sicily, a dauphin of Auvergne, a 
count of Foix, a prince of Orange, many noblemen and 
several ladies. One can hardly pretend to account for 
this sudden and transitory love of verse ; but it is mani- 
festly one symptom of the rapid impulse which the 
human mind received in Ihe twelfth century, and con- 
temporaneous with the severer studies that began to 
flourish in the universities. It was encouraged by the 
prosperity of Languedoc and Provence, undisturbed, 
comparatively with other countries, by internal warfare, 
and disposed by the temper of their inhabitants to feel 
with voluptuous sensibility the charm of music and 
amorous poetiy. But the tremendous storm that fell 
upon Languedoc in the crusade against the Albigeois 
shook off the flowers of Provencal verse ; and the final 
extinction of the fief of Toulouse, with the removal of 
the counts of Provence to Naples, deprived the trou- 
badours of their most eminent patrons. An attempt 
was made in the next century to revive them, by distri- 
buting prizes for the best composition in the Floral 
Games of Toulouse, which have sometimes been errone- 

hoc <^U8 aggreasus est 1 transcribe this 44? ; whose reference is to l^iabb^, Bi- 
Am Heeren’s Esesi rar lei Oroisades, p. bliotbeca nova MSS. t ii. p. s$6^ 
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ously referred to a liiglier antiquity/ This institution 
perhaps still remains ; but even in its earliest period it 
did not establish the name of any Provencal poet. JSTor 
can we deem these fantastical solemnities, styled Courts 
of Love, -where ridiculous questions of metaphysical 
gallantry were debated by poetical advocates, imd’er 
the presidency and arbitration of certain ladies, much 
calculated to bring forward any genuine excellence. 
They illustrate, however, what is more immediately my 
own object, die general ardour for poetry and the man 
ners of those chivalrous ages.* 

The great reputation acquired by the troubadours, and 
panegyrics lavished on some of them by Dante 
and Petrarch, excited a curiosity among literary ' 

men, which has been a good deal disappointed 
by further acquaintance. An excellent French anti- 
quary of the last age, La Oume de St. Palaye, spent 
great part of his life in accumulating manuscripts of 
Provengal poetry, very little of which had ever been 
printed. Translations from part of this collection, with 
memorials of the writers, were published by Millot ; and 
we certainly do not often meet with passages in his 
three volumes which give us any poetical pleasure.'^ 
Some of the original poems have since been published, 
and the extracts made from them by the recent histo- 
rians of southern literature are rather superior. The 
troubadours chiefly confined themselves to subjects of 
love, or rather gallantry, and to satires (sirventes), 
which are sometimes keen and spirited. No romances 
of chivalry, and hardly any tales, are found among their 
works. ITtere seems a general deficiency of imagination , 
and especially of that vivid description which distin 
guishes works of genius in the rudest period of society. 
In the poetry of sentiment, their favourite province, 
they seldom attain any natural expression, and con- 
sequently produce no interest. I speak, of course, on 
the presumption that the best specimens have been ex- 


y De Sade, Vie de P^trax<iae, t. Lp. 156. hav e never had patience to look at the 
Slsmondi, litt. du Midi, t. L p. 228. older writers who have treated this tirOi 
* For the Courts of Love, see De Side, some subject 
Vie de Pdtrarque, t ii note 19. Le ^ Histoire littScalre des Troabadoiim 
Grand, Fabliaux, t. i. p. 2Y0. Roquefort Paris, 1774. 
fitat ^ 3a Pb^e Fran 9 oise, p. 94. ^ 
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liibited by those who have tmdertaken the task. It 
must be allowed, however, that we caimot judge of the 
troubadours at a greater disadvantage than through the 
prose translations of Millot. Their poetry was entirely 
of that class which is allied to music, and excites the 
fancy or feelings rather by the power of sound than any 
stimulancy of imagery and passion. Possessing a 
flexible and harmonious language, they invented a 
variety of metrical arrangements, perfectly new to the 
nations of Europe. The Latin hymns were st riking ^ but 
monotonous, the metre of the northern French unvaried; 
but in Provengal poetry, almost every length of verse, 
from two syllables to twelve, and the most intricate dis- 
position of rhymes, were at the choice of the troubadour. 
The canzoni, the sestine, all the lyric metres of Italy and 
Spain were borrowed from his treasury. With such a 
command of poetical sounds, it was natural that he 
should inspire delight into ears not yet rendered familiar 
to the artinces of verse ; and even now the fragments of 
these ancient lays, quoted by M. Sismondi and M. Gin- 
guen^, seem to possess a sort of charm that has eva- 
porated in translation. ITpon this harmony, and upon 
the facility with which mankind are apt to be deluded 
into an admiration of exaggerated sentiment in poetry, 
they depended for their influence. And however vapid 
the songs of Provence may seem to our apprehensions, 
they were undoubtedly the source from which poetry 
for many centuries derived a great portion of its habi- 
tual language.^ 

It has been maintained by some antiquaries, that the 
Nortti i^orihem Eomance, or what we properly call 
French, was not formed until the tenth century, 
j^teyand common dialect of all France having pre- 
viously resembled that of Languedoc. This 

^ Two veiy modem French writers, not imputable to himself, thou^ Ritson, 
M. Ginguen^ (Histoixe Llttdraire d’ltalie, as 1 remember, calls him, in his own 
Paris, 1 811) and M. Sismondi (Litterature polite style, ” a blockhead,” it will always 
du Midi de TEurope, Paris, 1813), have be nseM to the inquirer into the manners 
revived the poetical history of the trou- and opinions of the middle ages, from the 
badours. To them, still more than tc nrnn^us illustrations it contains of two 
Millot and Tirabos^ I would acknow- general facts; the extreme dissoluteness 
my obligations for the little I have of onorals among the higher ranks, and 
learned in TeQ>ect of this fbrgotten school the prevailing animosity of all classes 
of poetry. Notwithstanding, however against the clergy, 
r^e heaviness of Millot’s work, a fault 
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b;^pothesis may not be indisputable ; but the question is 
not likely to be settled, as scarcely any written specimens 
of Eomance, even of that age, have survived.® In the 
eleventh century, among other more obscure productions, 
both in prose and metre, there appears what, if unques- 
tioned as to authenticity, would be a valuable monument 
of this language ; the laws of William the Conqueror. 
These are preserved in a manuscript of In^fus’s 
History of Croyland, a blank being left in other copies 
where they should be inserted.*^ They are written in an 
idiom so &r removed from the Provencal, that one would 
be disposed to think the separation between these two 
species of Eomance of older standing than is commonly 
allowed. But it has been thought probable that these 
laws, which in fe.ct were nearly a repetition of those of 
Edward the Confessor, were originally published in 
Anglo-Saxon, the only language intelligible to the people, 
and translated, at a subsequent period, by some Norman 
monk into French.® 

The use of a popular language became more common 
after the year 1100. Translations of some books of 
Scripture and acts of saints were made about that time, 
or even earlier, and there are French sermons of St. 
Bernard, from which extracts have been published, in 
the royal library at Paris.' In 1126, a charter was 
granted by Louis VI. to the city of Beauvais in French.® 


« EBst. Litt de la France, t viL p. 68. 
Le Boenj^ according to these Benedictines, 
has published some poetical fragm^ts of 
the tenth century; and they quote part 
of a charter as old as 940 in Romance, 
p. 59. But that antiquary, in a memoir 
printed in the seventeenth volume of the 
Academy of Inscriptions, which throws 
more li^t on the in&ncy of the French 
language anything within my know- 

ledge, says only that the earliest sped* 
mens of veree in the royal library are' of 
the eleventh century au plus tard. p. 

M. de la Bne is said to have found some 
poems of the eleventh century in the 
British Mnsenm, Roquefort, Etat de la 
Podsie Fran^oise, p. 206. Le Boeufs 
fragment may be found in this work, 
p. 379 ; it seems nearer to the Fro^en 9 al 
than the French dialect 
d <3Ale, XY Script, t. i. p. 88. 


? Batson’s Dissertation on Romance, 
p. 66. [The laws of William the Con- 
queror, published in Ingulfus, are trans- 
lated from a Latin original ; the French 
is of the thirteenth century. It is now 
doubted whether any French, except a 
fragment of a translation of Boethius, in 
verse, is extant of an earlier age than the 
twelfth. Introduction to Hist of Liters^ 
3rd edit p. 28.J 

f Hist Litt t ix, p. 149 ; Fabliaux pat 
Barbasan, voL 1. p. 9, edit 1808; Mdis 
de I'Acaddmie des Iniscr. t xv. and xvii 
p. 714, kc, 

9 Hahtllon speaks of this as the oldes 
French instrument he had seen. But the 
Benedictines quote some of tihe eleventh 
century. Hist Litt t vii p. 69. This 
charter is supposed by the authors ci 
bTouveau Traitd de Diplomatique to be 
translated from the Latin, t iv. p. Sift. 

•Fresah 
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I>Ietrical compositions are in general the first literaturo 
of a nation, and even if no distinct proof conld be 
adduced, we might assume their existence before the 
twelfth century. There is however e'sddence, not tc 
mention the fragments printed by Le Boeuf, of certain 
lives of saints translated into French verse by Tliibault 
de Yemon, a canon of Eouen, before the mid^e of the 
preceding age. And we are told that Taillefer, a 
Norman minstrel, recited a song or romance on the deeds 
of Eoland, before the army of his countrymen, at the 
battle of Hastings in 1066. Philip de Th^, a Norman 
subject of Henry I., seems to be the earliest poet whose 
works as well as name have reached us, unless we admit 
a French translation of the work of one Marbode upon 
precious stones to be more ancient.^ This De Than 
wrote a set of rules for computation of time and an 
account of different calendars. A happy theme for in- 
spiration without doubt! Another performance of the 
same author is a treatise on birds and beasts, dedicated 
to Adelaide, queen of Henry I.* But a more famous 
votary of the muses was Wace, a native of Jersey, who 
about the beginning of Henry II.’s reign turned Geofirey 
of Monmouth’s history into French metre. Besides this 
poem, called le Brut d’Angleterre, he composed a series 
of metrical histories, containing the transactions of the 
dukes of Normandy, from EoUo, their great progenitor, 
who gave name to *^6 Eoman de Eou, down to his own 
age. Other productions are ascribed to Wace, who was 
at least a prolific versifier, and, if he seem to deserve no 
higher tiile at present, has a claim to indulgence, and 
even to esteem, as having far excelled his contempo- 
raries, without any superior advantages of knowledge. 
In emulation, however, of his fame, several Norman 
writers addicted themselves to composing chronicles, or 
devotional treatises in metre. The court of our Norman 
kings was to the early poets in the Langue d’Oil, what 
those of Arles and Toulouse were to the troubadours. 
Henry I. was fond enough of literature to obtain the 

French diarters, they say, axe not com- his reign, bnt hardly ever before, 
mon before the age of Louis IX.; and h Eavallhre,RdvoLde lalAngaeFraa 
this is conilnned by those published 9oise,^. 116 , doubts the age of this traD» 
fai Martenne’a Thesaurus Ane^otornm, lation. 

which are very commoiily in French from i Archeologia, vols. xii. and xXIL 
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siuname of Beanclerc ; Henry IT. was more irxdisptitaMy 
an. enconrager of j^etiy ; and Kichard I. has left compo- 
sitions of his own in one or other (for the point is doubt- 
ful) of the two dialects spoken in France.^ 

If the poets of Normandy had never gone beyond 
historical and religious subjects, they would probably 
have had less claim to our attention than their brethren 
of Provence. But a different and far more 
interesting species of composition began to be mances and 
cultivated in the latter part of the twelfth cen- 
tury. Without entering upon the controverted question 
as to the origin of romantic fictions, referred by one 
party to the Scandinavians, by a second to the Arabs, by 
others to the natives of Britany, it is manifest that the 
actual stories upon which one early and numerous class; 
of romances was founded are related to the traditions of. 
the last people. These are such as turn upon the fable* 
of Arthur; for though we are not entitled to deny the 
existence of such a personage, his story seems chiefly the* 
creation of Celtic vanity. Traditions current in Britany, 
though probably derived from this island, became the 
basis of Geoffrey of Monmouth’s Latin prose, which, as 
has been seen, was transfused into French metre by 
Wace.“ The vicinity of Normandy enabled its poets to^ 
enrich their narratives with other .Ajmorican fictions, all’ 
relating to the heroes who had surrounded the table of 
the son of Uther." An equally imaginary history of 


^ Hillot says that Bichard's sirventes 
(saUiioal soxigs) have appeared in Erendi 
afi -well as Froyenfal, but that the former 
is probably a translation. Hist des 
Troubadours, voL I. p. 64. Yet I have 
met 'with no writer who quotes ihem in 
the latter language, and M. Ginguend, 
as well as Le Grand d’Aus^, considers 
Eichaid as a trouveur. 

[Itaynouaid has since published, in 
Provenfal, the song of Bichard on his 
captivi^, which had several times ap- 
peared in French. It is not improbable 
thathe wrote it in both dialects. Leroux 
de lanqr, Chants Historiques Ran^ais, 
voL L p. 55. Eichard also composed 
verses in the Poitcvin dialect, spoken at 
that time in Maine and Anjou» which 
resembles the Langue d'Oc more than 
that of northern France, though, spe- 


cially in the latter countries, it gave way 
not loi^ afterwards. Id. p. 77,] 

^ This derivation of the romantic 
stories of Arthur, which Le Grand 
d’Aussy ridiculously attributes to the 
Jealousy entertained hy the English of 
the renown of Charlemagne, stated in a 
very perpicuous and satisfactory manner 
by Mr. Ellis, in his Spedm^ of Early 
EnglM Metrical Bomances. 

“ [Though the stories of Arthur were 
not invented by the En giiBh out of jea- 
lousy of Charlemagne, it has been inge- 
niously coi^ectared and reudered highly 
probable by Mr. Sharon Turner, that the 
history by Geoffrey of Monmouth wag 
eomposed with a political view to dis- 
play the independence and dignity of the 
British crown, and was intended, conse- 
quently, as a connteipoise to that ol 
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Charlemagne gave rise to a new family of romances. 
The authors of these fictions were called Trouvetirs, a 
name obviously identical with that of Troubadours. 
But except in name there was no resemblance between 
the minstrels of the northern and southern dialects. The 
invention of one class was turned 1o descripmun, that of 
the other to sentiment ; the first were epic in their form 
and slyle, the latter almost always lyric. We cannot 
perhaps give a better notion of their dissimilitude, than 
by saying that one school produced Chaucer, and the 
other Petrarch. Besides these romances of chivalry, the 
tronveurs displayed their powers of lively narration in 
comic tales or fabliaux, (a name sometimes extended to 
the higher romance,) which have aided the imagination 
of Boccace and La Fontaine. These compositions are 
certainly more entertaining than those of the trouba- 
dours ; but, contrary to what I have said of the latter, 
they often gain by appearing in a modem dress. Their 
versification, which doubtless had its charm when 
listened to around the hearth of an ancient castle, is very 
languid and prosaic, and suitable enough to the tedious 
prolixity into which the narrative is apt to fall ; and 
though we find many sallies of that arch and sprightly 
simplicity which characterizes the old language of 
France as well as England, it requires, upon the whole, 
a factitious taste to relish these Norman tales, considered 
as poetry in the higher sense of the word, distinguished 
from metrical fiction. 

A manner very different from that of the fabliaux was 
Roman de la adopted in the Eoman de la Bose, begun by 
Rose. William de Loris about 1250, and completed by 
John de Meun half a century later. This poem, which 
contains about 16,000 lines in the usual octo-sy liable 
verse, from which the early French writers seldom 
deviated, is an allegorical vision, wherein love and the 
other passions or qualities connected with it pass over 
the stage, without the intervention, I believe, of any less 
abstract personages. Though similar allegories were not 
unknown to the ancients, and, which is more to the pur- 
pose, may be found in other productions of the thirteenth 

TTurpin, which never became popular in much fitom Annorican traditions as hit 
Eoglaud. It is doubtful, in my Judg^ preteBdedJ 
voiit, whether Oeofficey borrowed lo 
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century, none liad been constructed so elaborately as 
tbat of the Roman de la Rose. Cold and tedious as we 
now consider this species of poetry, it originated in the 
creative power of imagination, and appealed to more 
refined feeling than the common metrical narratives could 
excite. This poem was highly popular in the middle 
ages, and became the source of &ose numerous allegories 
which had not ceased in the seventeenth century. 

The French language was employed in prose as well 
as in metre. Indeed it seems to have had 
almost an exclusive privilege in this respect. French 
“The language of Oil,” says Dante, in his 
treatise on vulgar speech, “ prefers its claim to be ranked 
above those of Oc and Si (Proven(?al and Italian), on the 
ground that all translations or compositions in prose have 
been written therein, from its greater facility and grace, 
such as the books compiled from the Trojan and Roman 
stories, the delightful fables about Arthur, and many 
other works of history and science.” ® I have mentioned 
already the sermons of St. Bernard and translations from 
Scripture. The laws of the kingdom of Jerusalem pur- 
port to liave been drawn up immediately after the first 
crusade, and though their language has been materially 
altered, there seems no doubt that they were originally 
compiled in French.^ Besides some charters, there are 
said to have been prose romances before the year 1200.‘i 
Early in the next age Yille Hardouin, seneschal of 0am- 
pagne, recorded the capture of Constantinople in the 
fomtli crusade, an expedition, the glory and reward of 


® Prose e Rime di Dante, Venez. 1768, 
1 iv. p. 281. l^te^s words, Mblia cum 
Trojanorum Romanorumqne gestfbxis 
compilata, seem to bear no other mean- 
ing than what I have given. But there 
may be a doubt whether Idblia is ever 
used except for the Scriptures ; and the 
Italian translator renders it, dob la bibbia, 
i fatti de i Trojani, e de 1 Romani. In 
this case something is wrong in the ori- 
ginal Latin, and Dante will have alluded 
to the translations of parts of Scripture 
made into French, as mentioned in the 
text 

8 The Assises deJTdrusalemha^ under- 
gone two revisions; one, in 1260, by 
elder of John d'lbelin, count JofEa. 


and a second in 1369, by sixteen com- 
missioners chosen by the states of the 
kingdom of Cyprus. Their language 
seems to be such as might be expected 
from the time of the former revision. 

9 Several prose romances were written 
or translated firom the Latin about 1170, 
and afterwards. JSflr Ellis seems in- 
clined to dispute their antiquity. But, 
besides the authorities of La Ravalibre 
and Tressan, the latter of which is not 
worth much, a late very extensively in- 
formed writer seems to have put this 
matter out of doubt Roquefort Fla- 
mericourt, Etot de la Po^sie Fran 9 ais« 
dans les 12’®® et 13“® sibcies, Paris, 181S 
p. Ut. 
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wHcli he had personally shared, and, as eveiy original 
work of prior date has either perished or is of 
importance, may he deemed the father of French prose. 
The Establishments of St. Louis, and the law treatise of 
Beaumanoir, fill up the interval of the thirteenth century, 
and before its conclusion we must suppose the excellent 
memoirs of Joinville to have been composed, since they 
are dedicated to Louis X. in 1315, when the author could 
hardly be less than ninety years of age. Without prose- 
cuting any further the history of French literature, I 
will only mention the translations of Livy and Sallust, 
made in the reign and by the order of John, with those 
of Csesar, Suetonius, Ovid, and parts of Cicero, which are 
due to his successor Charles Y.** 

I confess myself wholly uninformed as to the original 
Spanish formation of the Spanish language, and as tc 
language, the cpoch of its Separation into the two prin- 
cipal dialects of Castile and Portugal, or Gallicia;* noi 
should I perhaps have alluded to the literature of that 
peniusula, were it not for a remarkable poem which 
shines out among the minor lights of those times. This 
is a metrical life of the Cid Euy Diaz, written in a bar- 
barous style and with the rudest inequality of measurey 
hut with a truly Homeric warmth and vivacity of de- 
lineation, It is mnch to be regretted that the author’s 
name has perished; hut its date has been referred by 
some to the middle of the twelfth century, while the 
hero’s actions were yet recent, and before the taste of 


' Villaret, Hist.de France, t.xi.p. 121 ; that country may possibly go further 
De Sade, Vie de P^trarque, t. iii. p. 648. bock. Another of 1101 is published in 
Charles V. had more learning than most Mwina’s Teoria de las Cortes, t. iiL p. i 
princes of his time. Christine de Pisan, It is in a Vidimus by Peter the Cruel, 
a lady who has written memoirs, or and cannot, I presume, have been a trans- 
rather an eulogy of him. says that his lation from the lAtin, Yet the editors 
father le fist introdire en lettres moult of Nouveau Tr. de Diplom. mention a 
sajSsamment, et taut que oompetemment charter of 1243, as the earliest they are 
entendoit son Latin, et souffisamment acquainted wiin in the Spanish language, 
scavoit les re^es de grammaire ; la quelle t. iv. p. 525. 

chose pleost a dieu qu’ainsi f^t accon- Charters in the German langot^e, ac- 
tumtfeentre les princes. Collect deMdm. cording to the same work, fibrst appear 
t v. p. 103, 190, &C. in the time of the emperor Eodolph^ 

' The earliest Spanish that I remember after 1272, and became usual in the 
to have seen is an instrument in Mar- next century, p. 523. But Stmvius 
tenne, Thesaurus Anecdotorum, t L p. mentiois an instrument of 1235, as the 
233;, the date of which is 1095. Persons earliest in German. Corp. Hist Germ. 
*iwre conversant with the antiquities of p 467. 
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Spain liad been corrupted by the Pro'^^en^al troubadoxuis, 
whose extremely different manner would, if it did not 
pervert the poet’s genius, at least have impeded his popu- 
larity. A veiy competent judge has pronoimced the 
poem of the Cid to be “ decidedly and beyond comparison 
the finest in the Spanish language.” It is at least supe- 
rior to any that was written in Europe before the appear- 
ance of Dante.* 

A strange obscurity envelops the infancy of the Italian 
language. Though it is certain that gram- ^ 
matical Latin had ceased to be employed in ^Titers in 
ordinary discourse, at least from the time of Italian. 
Charlemagne, we have not a single passage of undisputed 
authenticity, in the current idiom, for nearly four cen- 
turies afterwards. Though Italian phrases are mixed up 
in the barbarous jargon of some cheers, not an instru- 
ment is extant in lhat language before the year 1200, 
unless we may reckon one in the Sardinian dialect 
(which I believe was rather Proven<jal than Italian), 
noticed by Muratori." Nor is there a vestige of Italian 
poetry older than a few fragments of Ciullo d’Alcamo, a 
Sicilian, who must have written before 1193, since he 
mentions Saladin as then living.* This may strike us as 
the more remarkable, when we consider the political 
circumstances of Italy in the eleventh and twelfth cen- 
turies. From the struggles of her spirited republics 
against the emperors and their internal factions, we 
might, upon all general reasoning, anticipate the early 
use and vigorous cultivation of their native language. 
Even if it were not yet ripe for historians and philo- 
sophers, it is strange that no poet should have been 
inspired with songs of triumph or invective by the various 
fortunes of his country. But, on the contrary, the poets of 
Lombardy became troubadours, and wasted their genius 
in Provengal love strains at the courts of princgs^ The 

t An extract from tijis poem waa pub- sages in the third volume his Histoiy 
lished in 1808 by Mr. Sonthey. at the of Southern Literature. This popular^ 
end of his « Chronicle of the Cid,” the elegant work contains some interesting 
materials of which it partly supplied, and not very common tnfonpation as to 
accompanied by an excellent version by the early Spani^ poets in the I'roven^al 
a gentleman, who is distinguished, among dialect, as weU as those who wrote ta 
many other talents, tor an unrivalled Castilian. ^ 
felicity in expresing the peculiar fiianner “ Dissert, 32. , 
of authors whom be translates or Jmi- * Tirabowihi# t, iv. p. 340. 
tsiae. M. ^smondi has given )ther paa> 
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Milanese and other Lombard dialects were, indeed, ex* 
oeedingly rude ; but this rudeness separated them more 
decidedly from Latin : nor is it possible that the Lom- 
bards could have employed that language intelligibly for 
any public or domestic purpose. And indeed in the 
earliest Italian compositions that have been published, 
the new language is so thoroughly formed, that it is 
natural to infer a very long disuse of that from which it 
was derived. The Sicilians claim the glory of having 
first adapted their own harmonious diMect to poetry. 
Frederic 11. both encouraged their art and cultivated it ; 
among the very first essays of Italian verse we find his 
productions and those of his chancellor Piero delle Yigne. 

Thus Italy was destined to owe the beginnings of her 
national literature to a foreigner and an enemy. These 
poems are very short and few; those ascribed to St. 
Francis about tiie same time are hardly distinguishable 
from prose ; but after the middle of the thirteenth century 
the Tuscan poets awoke to a sense of the beauties which 
theii* native language, refined from the impurities of 
vulgar speech, y could display, and the genius of Italian 
literature was rocked upon the restless waves of the 
Florentine democracy. Eicordano Malespini, the first 
historian, and nearly the first prose writer in Italian, 
left memorials of the republic down to the year 1281, 
which was that of his death, and it was continued by 
Giacchetto Malespini to 1286. These are little inferior 
in purity of style to the best Tuscan authors ; for it is 
the singular fate of that language to have spared itself 
all intermediate stages of refinement, and, starting the 
last in the race, to have arrived almost instantaneously 
at the goal. There is an interval of not much more than 
half a century between the short fragment of Ciullo 
d’AIcamo, mentioned above, and the poems of Guido 
Guinizzelli, Guitone d' Arezzo, and Guido Cavalcante, 

y Baate^iiihis treatise De vulgari Elo- Allowing for the metaphysical obsou' 
quentilt. reckons fourteen or fifte^ dia- rily in which Dante chooses to en7el:)p 
lects, spoken in different parts of Italy, the sut^ject, this might perhaps be said 
All of which were debased by impure at present. The Florentine dialect has 
modes of expression. Bat the “noble, its pecoliarities, which distinguish itfrean 
principal, and courtly Italian idiom,’* was the general Italian language, thou^ 
that which belonged to every cily, and these aj^ seldom discerned by foreigners, 
seemed to belong to none, and which, if nor always by natives, with whom Tus* 

Italy had a court, would be the langos^ can is the proper denonoination of theb 
uf th^ co^ p. 274, 277. national tongue. 
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wlicli, in their diction and turn of thought, are some- 
times not nnworthy of Petrarch.* 

But at the beginning of the next age arose a much 
greater genius, the true father of Italian poetry, 
and the first name in the literature of the middle 
ages. This was Dante, or Durante Alighieri, bom in 
1265, of a respectable family at Plorence. Attached to 
the Guelf party, which had then obtained a final ascend- 
ency over its rival, he might justly promise himself the 
natural reward of talents under a free government, public 
trust and the esteem of his compatriots. But the Guelfs 
unhappily were split into two factions, the Bianchi and the 
Neri, with the former of whom, and, as it proved, the 
unsuccessfol side, Dante was connected. In 1300 he 
filled the office of one of the Priori, or chief magistrates 
at Plorence ; and having manifested in this, as was 
alleged, some partiality towards the Bianchi, a sentence 
of proscription passed against him about two years after- 
wards, when it became the turn of the opposite faction to 
triumph. Banished from his country, and baffled in 
several efforts of his friends to restore their fortunes, he 
had no resource but at the courts of the Soalas at Verona, 
and other Italian princes, attaching himself in adversity 
to the Imperial interests, and tasting, in his own lan- 
guage, the bitterness of another’s bread.*" In this state of 
exile he finished, if he did not commence, his great 
poem, the Divine Comedy ; a representation of the thiue 
.idngdoms of futurity, Hell, Purgatory, and Paradise, 
divided into one hundred cantos, and containing about 
14,000 lines. He died at Eavenna iu 1321. 


* Tiraboschi, t. iv. p. 309-3T7. Gin- 
guen^, voL i. c. 6. The style of the 
Vita Nuova of Dante, written soon after 
the death of his Beatrice, which hap- 
pened in 1290, is hardly distinguidiahle, 
by a foreigner, from that of Machiavel 
or Castiglione. Yet so recent was the 
adoption of this language, that the cele- 
Drated master of Dante, Brunetto Latini, 
had written his IPesoro in French ; and 
gives as a reason for it, that it was a 
more agreeable and usefnl langtu^ than 
bis own. Et se ancons demaij^oit pour- 
q^uoi chis livre est ecris en Romans, selon 
ui raison de France, pour chpee qae nous 
sonimes Ytalien, je diroie qiie ch’est poor 


chose qne nons sommes en France; 
I’antre ponr chose gve la pa/rJmre en est 
plus ddiiable et plus otmmune a toutes 
gens. There is said to be a manuscript 
history of Venice down to 1275, in the 
Florentine library, written in EYench by 
Martin de C^ale, who says that he has 
chosen that language, pareeque la langue 
franceise cort parmi le monde, et est la 
pins deniable a lire et a oir que nalle 
autre. Ginguend, vol. L p. 384, 

* Tn proverai si (says Cacciaguida te 
him) come s^i di sale 
U pane altrui, e come h duro calle 
E scendere e 1 salir per altrui scale. 

Paradis, cant it 
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Dante is among tlie yery few who have created the 
national poetry of their country. Foi notwithstanding 
the polished elegance of some earlier Italian verse, it had 
been confined to amorous sentiment ; and it was yet to be 
seen that the language coidd sustain, for a greater length 
than any existing poem except the Iliad, the varied style 
of narration, reasoning, and ornament. Of all writers he 
is the most unquestionably original. Yirgil was indeed 
his inspiring genius, as he declares himself, and as may 
sometimes be perceived in his diction ; but his tone is so 
peculiar and characteristic, that few readers would be 
willing at first to acknowledge any resemblance. He 
possessed, in an extraordinary degree, a command of 
language, the abuse of which led to his obscurity and 
licentious innovations. No poet ever excelled bmi in 
conciseness, and in the rare talent of finishing his pictures 
by a few bold touches ; the merit of Pindar in his better 
hours. How prolix would the stories of Francesca or of 
Ugolino have become in the hands of Ariosto, or of Tasso, 
or of Ovid, or of Spenser ! This excellence indeed is 
most striking in the first part of his poem. Having 
formed his plan so as to give an equal length to the three 
regions of his spiritual world, he found himself unable to 
vary the images of hope or beatitude, and the Paradise is 
a continual aocumuhition of descriptions, separately 
beautiful, but uniform and tedious. Though images 
derived from light and music arc the most pleasing, and 
can be borne longer in poetry than any others, their 
sweetness palls upon the sense by frequent repetition, 
and we require the intermixture of sharper flavours. Yet 
there are detached passages of great excellence in this 
third part of Dante’s poem ; and even in the long theo- 
logical discussions which occupy the greater proportion 
of its thirty-three cantos, it is impossible not to admire 
the enunciation of abstract positions with remarkable 
energy, conciseness, and sometimes perspicuity. The 
first twelve cantos of the Purgatory are an almost oon- 
rtinual flow of soft and brilliant poetry. The last seven 
are also very splendid ; but there is some heaviness in 
the intermediate parts. Fame has justly given the pre- 
ference to the Inferno, which displays throughout a more 
vigorous and masterly conception; but the mind of 
Daqje c;^nnot be thoroughly appreciated without a perusal 
of his entire poor[>» 
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The most forced and unnatural turns, the most bar- 
barous licences of idiom, are found in this poet, whose 
power of expression is at other times so peculiarly happy. 
His style is indeed generally free from those conceits of 
thought which discredited the other poets of his country ; 
but no sense is too remote for a word which he finds 
convenient for his measure or his rhyme. It seems 
indeed as if he never altered a line on account of 
the necessity of rhyme, but forced another, or perhaps a 
third, into company with it. For many of his faults no 
sujBGlcient excuse can be made. But it is candid to 
remember, that Dante, writing almost in the infancy of a 
language which he contributed to create, was not to 
anticipate that words which he borrowed from the Latin, 
and from the provincial dialects, would by accident, or 
through the timidity of later writers, lose their place in 
the classical idiom of Italy. If Petrarch, Bembo, and a 
few more, had not aimed rather at purity than copious- 
ness, the phrases which now appear barbarous, and are 
at least obsolete, might have been fixed by use in poetical 
language. 

The great characteristic excellence of Dante is eleva- 
tion of sentiment, to which his compressed diction and 
the emphatic cadences of his measure admirably corre- 
spond. We read him, not as an amusing poet, but as a 
master of moral wisdom, with reverence and awe. Fresh 
from the deep and serious, though somewhat barren 
studies of philosophy, and schooled in the severer disci- 
pline of experience, he has made of his poem a mirror of 
his mind and life, the register of his solicitudes and 
sorrows, and of the speculations in which he sought to 
escape their recollection. The banished magistrate of 
Florence, the disciple of Brunetto Latini, the statesman 
accustomed to trace the varying fluctuations of Italian 
faction, is for ever before our eyes. For this reason, 
even the prodigal display of erudition, which in an epic 
poem woid be entirely misplaced, increases the respect 
we feel for the ^oet, though it does not tend to the 
reader's gratification. Except Milton, he is much the 
most learned of all the great poets, and, relatively to his 
age, far more learned? than Milton, In one so highly 
endowed by nature, and so consummate by instruction, 
we may well sympathise with a resentment whigji ^ile 
and poverty rendered perpetually fresh. The heart of 
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Dante was natarall 7 sensible, and even tender ; his poetry 
is fall of simple comparisons from rural life ; and the 
sincerity of his early passion for Beatrice pierces through 
the veil of allegory which surroimds her. But the 
memory of his injuries pursues him into the immensity 
of eternal light; and, in the company of saints and 
angels, his unforgiving spirit darkens at the name of 
Florence.^ 

This great poem was received in Italy with that enthu- 
siastic admiration which attaches itself to works of genius 
only in ages too rude to listen to the envy of competitors, 
or -file fastidiousness of critics. Almost every library in 
that country contains manuscript copies of the Divine 
Comedy, and an account of those who have abridged or 
commented upon it would swell to a volume. It was 
thrice printed in the year 1472, and at least nine times 
within the fifteenth century. The city of Florence in 
1373, with a magnanimity which almost redeems her 
original injustice, appointed a public professor to read 
lectures upon Dante ; and it was hardly less honourable 
to the poet’s memory that the first person selected for 
this office was Boccaccio. The universities of Pisa and 
Piacenza imitated this example ; but it is probable that 
Dante’s abstruse philosophy was often more regarded in 
their chairs than his higher excellences.® Italy indeed, 
and all Europe, had reason to be proud of such a master. 
Since Claudian, there had been seen for nine hundred 
years no considerable body of poetry, except the Spanish 
poem of the Cid, of which no one had heard beyond the 
peninsula, that could be said to pass mediocrity ; and we 
must go much further back than Claudian to find any one 
capable of being compared with Dante. His appearance 
made an epoch in the intellectual history of modem 
nations, and banished the discouraging suspicion which 
long ages of lethargy tended to excite, that nature had 
exhausted her fertility in the great poets of Greece and 
Rome. It was as if, at some of the ancient games, a 
stranger had appeared upon the plain, and thrown his 
quoit among the marks of former casts which tradition 
had ascribed to the demigods. But the admiration of 
i^ante, tnough it gave a general ^pulse to the human 


^ 'b garadiao, cant 16 


® Velli, V'ta di Dante. TiraboscWL 
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miad, did itot produce imitators. I im unaware at least 
of any writer, in whatever language, who can he said to 
have followed the steps of Dante ; I mean not so much 
in his subject as in the character of his genius and style. 
His orbit is stiU all his own, and the track of his wheels 
can never be confounded with that of a rival.*^ 

In the same year that Dante was expelled from Flo 
rence, a notary, by name Petracco, was involved 
in a similar banishment. Eetired to Arezzo, he 
there became the father of Francis Petrarch. This great 
man shared of course, during his early years, in the 
adverse fortune of his family, which he was invincibly 
reluctant to restore, according to his father’s wish, by 
the profession of jurisprudence. The strong bias of 
nature determined him to polite letters and poetry. These 
are seldom the fountains of wealth ; yet they would per- 
haps have been such to Petrarch, if his temper could 
have home the sacrifice of liberty for any worldly ac- 
quisitions. At the city of Avignon, where his parents 
had latterly resided, his graceful appearance and the 
reputation of his talents attracted one of the Colonna. 
family, then bishop of Lombes in Gascony. In him, 
and in other members of that great house, never so illus- 
trious as in the fourteenth century, he experienced the 
union of patronage and friendship. This, however, was 
not confined to the Colonnas. Unlike Dante, no poet 
was ever so liberally and sincerely encouraged by the 
great ; nor did any perhaps ever cany to that perilous 
intercourse a spirit more irritably independent, or more 
free from interested adulation. He praised his friends 
lavishly because he loved them ardently ; but his temper 
was easily susceptible of offence, and there must have 
been much to tolerate in that restlessness and jealousy of 
reputation which is perhaps the inevitable failing of a 
poet,® But every thing was forgiven to a man who wbb 

d The source from which Dante de- pMcal studies, Bnmetto LatinL Gin- 
rived the scheme and general Idea of his guend, t. ii. p. 8. 
poem has been a subject of inquiry in « There is an nnpleasing proof of thia 

Italy. To his original mind one mi^t quality in a letter to Boccaccio on Dante, 
have thon^t the sixth .dfineid would ha vo whose merit he rather dislngennonsiy ex- 
sufflced. But besides several legendaiy tennates; and whose popularity evidently 
visions of the 12th and 13th centifties. It stung him to the quick. De Sade, t lii. 
seems probable that he derived hints from p. 612, Yet we judge so ill of ourselves, 
the Tesoretto of his master in philoso* thatrstrar<^ chose envy as the vice frost 

vo*« HI. 2 a • ^ 
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t]ie acknowledged boast of Ms age and co^lntr}^ Clement 
VI. conferred one or two sineonre benefices upon Pe- 
trarch, and would probably have raised him to a bishop- 
ric if he had chosen to adopt the ecclesiastical profession. 
But he never took orders, the clerical tonsure being a 
sufficient qualification for holding canonnes. The same 
pope even afforded him the post of apostolical secretary, 
and this was repeated by Innocent YI. I know not 
whether we should ascribe to magnanimity or to a politic 
motive the behaviour of Clement YI. towards Petrarch, 
who had pursued a course as vexatious as possible to the 
Holy See. For not only he made the residence of the 
supreme pontiffs at Avignon, and the vices of their court, 
the topic of invectives, too well founded to be despised, 
but he had ostentatiously put himself forward as the 
supporter of Nicola di Eienzi in a project wMch could 
evidently have no other aim than to wrest the city of 
Eome from the temporal sovereignty of its bishop. Nor 
was the friendship and society of Petrarch less courted 
by the most respectable Italian princes ; by Eobert king 
of Naples, by the Yisconti, the Oon-eggi of Parma, the 
famous doge of Venice, Andrew Dandolo, and the Carrara 
family of Padua, under whose protection he spent the 
latter years of his life. Stories are related of the respect 
shown to him by men in humbler stations wMch are 
perhaps still more satisfactory.^ But the most conspicu- 

wbicli of all others he was most free. In intended, the letter equally diows the 
his dialogue with St. Augustin, he says • irritable humour of Petrarch. 

Quicquid libuerit, dicito; modo me non f A goldsmith of Bergamo, by name 
accuses invidiae. Aug. Utinam non tibi Henry Capra, smitten with an enthnsi- 
magis superbia quam invidia nocuisset: sstic love of letters, and of Petrar^, 
nam hoc crimine, me judice, liber es. earnestly requested the honour of a visit 
De Contemptu Mnndi, edit. 1581, from the poet The house of this good 
p. 342 . tradesman was full of representations of 

I have read in some modem book, but his person, and of inscriptions with his 
know rot where to seek the passage, that name and arms. No expense had been 
Petrarch did not intend to allude to spared in copying all his works as they 
Dante in the letter to Boccaccio men- appeared. He was received by Capra 
tioned above, but rather to Zanobi Strata, with a princely magnificence ; lodged m 
a contemporary Florentine poet, whom, a chamber hung with purple, and a 
however forgotten at present, the bad splendid bed on which no one before ot 
taste of a party in criticism preferred to after him was permitted to sleep. Gold 
himself.— Matteo Villani mentions them smiths, as we may judge by this instance 
together as the two great ornaments of were cmulent persons ; yet the friends of 
his age. This conjecture seems probable, Petrarfih dissuaded him from the visit, as 
for some expressions are not in the least derogatory to his own elevated station 
applicable to Dante. But whichever was De Sadr, t fix. p. 486, 
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r»Tis testimony of public esteem was bestowed by the city 
of Eome, in bis solemn coronation as lanreat poet in tbe 
Capitol. This ceremony took place in 1341 ; and it is 
remarkable that Petrarcb bad at that time composed no 
works wbicb could, in our estimation, give bim preten- 
sions to so singular an honour. 

Tbe moral cbaracter of Petrarcb was formed of dispo- 
sitions peculiarly calculated for a poet. An enthusiast 
in tbe emotions of love and friendship, of glorj", of 
patriotism, of religion, be gave tbe rein to all their im 
pulses ; and there is not perhaps a page in bis Italian 
writing wbicb does not bear tbe trace of one or other of 
triese affections. By far tbe most predominant, and that 
which has given tbe greatest celebrity to bis name, is bis 
passion for Laura. Twenty years of unrequited and 
almost unaspiring love were lightened by song ; and tbe 
attachment, which, having long survived tbe beauty of 
its object,® seems to have at one time nearly passed from 
the heart to tbe fancy, was changed to an intenser feeling, 
and to a sort of celestial adoration, by her death. Laura, 
before tbe time of Petrarch’s first accidental meeting with 
her, was united in marriage with another ; a fact wbicb, 
besides some more particular evidence, appears to me 
deducible from tbe whole tenor of bis poetry.** Such a 
passion is undoubtedly not capable of a moral defence ; 
nor would I seek its palliation so much in tbe prevalent 
manners of bis age, by wbicb however tbe conduct of 
even good men is generally not a little influenced, as in 
tbe infirmity of Petrarch’s character, wbicb induced him 
both to obey and to justify tbe emotions of bis heart. 
Tbe lady too, whose virtue and prudence we are not to 
question, seems to have tempered tbe light and sliadow 
of her countenance so as to preserve her admirer from 
despair, and consequently to prolong bis sufferings and 
servitude. 

s See the beantiM soimet, Erano i ca- the contraction pilnes, which leaves the 
pei d'oro all’ aura sparsi. In a famous matter open to controversy. De Sode 
passage of his Confessions, he says : Cor- contends that « crebris ” is less applicable 
pus illnd egregimn morbis et debris par- to **pertarbationibns ” than to “ partn 
tabus exhaustum, mnltum pristini vigoris bus.’^ I do not Imow that there is much 
amisit Those who maintain the virginity in this; but I am. clear that corpus ex- 
of Laura are forced to read hanstum partubus is much the mo^f 

bus, instead of partubus. Two manu- elegant Latin expression of the twa 
scripts in the royal library at Paris have b rh'ow: lU.l 
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The general excellences of Petrarch are his command 
over the music of his native language, his correctness of 
style, scarcely two or three words that he has used hav- 
ing been rejected by later writers, his exquisite elegance 
of diction, improved by the perpetual study of Yirgil ; 
but, far above all, that tone of pure and melancholy 
sentiment which has something in it unearthly, and 
forms a strong contrast to the amatory poems of antiquity. 
Most of these are either licentious or uninteresting ; and 
those of Catullus, a man endowed by nature with deep 
and serious sensibility, and a poet, in my opinion, of 
greater and more varied genius than Petrarch, are con- 
taminated above all the rest with the most degrading 
grossness. Of this there is not a single instance in the 
poet of Vaucluse ; and his strains, diSused and admired 
as they have been, may have conferred a benefit that 
criticism cannot estimate, in giving elevation and refine- 
ment to the imaginations of youth. The great defect of 
Petrarch was his want of strong original conception, 
which prevented him from throwing off the affected and 
overstrained manner of the Provengal troubadours, and 
of the earlier Italian poets. Among his poems the 
Triumphs are perhaps superior to the Odes, as the latter 
are to the Sonnets ; and of the latter, those written sub- 
sequently to the death of Laura are in general the best. 
But that constrained and laborious measure cannot equal 
the graceful flow of the canzone, or the vigorous com- 
pression of the terza rima. The Triumphs have also a 
claim to superiority, as the only poetical composition of 
Petrarch tlmt extends to any considerable length. They 
are in some degree perhaps an imitation of the dramatic 
Mysteries, and form at least the earliest specimens of a 
kind of poetry not uncommon in later times, wherein 
real and allegorical personages are intermingled in a 
masque or scenic representation.* 

None of the principal modem languages was so late in 
Engiidiiaji. formation, or in its application to the pur- 
Boage. poses of literature, as the English. This arose, 
as is well known, out of the Saxon branch of the Great 

» CE leave this as it stood. But my whether the latter are superior to the 
own taste has (hanged. I retract alto- Sonnetl. This at least is not the opi- 
geiher the preference here given to the nion of Italian criUcs, who oi^^t to he 
Trit^phs above iho Canzoni. and donbt the most competent. 1843.1 
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TeTitonic stock spoken in England till after the Conquest. 
From this mother dialect our English differs less in 
respect of etymology, than of syntax, idiom, and flexion. 
In so gradual a transition as probably took place, and 
one so sparingly marked by any existing evidence, we 
cannot well assign a definite origin to our present lan- 
guage. The question of identity is almost as perplexing 
in languages as in individuals. But, in the reign of 
Henry II., a version of Wace’s poem of Brut, by one 
Layamon, a priest of Emly-upon-Sevem, exhibits as it 
were the chrysalis of the ^English language, in a very 
corrupt modification of the ^glo-Saxon.^ Very soon 
afterwards the new formation was better developed ; and 
some metrical pieces, referred by critics to the earlier 
part of the thirteenth century, differ but little from our 
le^timate grammar.™ Aboutthe beginning of Edward I.’s 
reign, Eobert, a monk of Gloucester, composed a metri- 


^ A sufficient extract from this work 
of Layamon has been published by Mr. 
Ellis, in his Specimens of Early English 
Poetry, voL i. p. 61. This extract con- 
tains, he observes, no word which we are 
under the necessity of ascribing to a 
French origin. 

[Layamon, as is now supposed, wrote 
in the reign of John. See Sir Frederitk 
Madden's edition, and Mr. Wright’s Bio- 
graphia Literaria. The best reason seems 
to be that he speaks of Eleanor, queen of 
Henry, as then dead, which took place 
in 1204. But it requires a vast know- 
ledge of the laugtu^e to find a date by 
the use or disuse of particular forms; the 
idiom of one part of Eng^d not being 
similar to that of another in grammatical 
flexions. See Quarterly Eeview for April 
1848. 

The entire work of Layamon contains 
a small number of words taken from the 
French ; about fifty in the ori^nal text, 
and about forty more in that of a manu- 
script, perhaps half a century later, and 
very considerably altered in consequence 
of the progress of our languj^ Many 
of these words derived from the French 
express new ideas, as admiral, astronomy, 
baron, mantel, &c. “The language of 
Layamon,” says .Sir FroderlclJS^ Madden, 
“Selongs to that transition period in 
.vhich the groundwork of Anglo-Saxon 
pura-:eology and grammar still existed. 


although gradually yielding to the influ- 
ence of the popular forms of speech. We 
find in it, as in the later portion of the 
Saxon Chronicle, marked indications of 
a tendency to adopt those terminations and 
sounds which characterize a language in 
a state of change, and whidiare apparent 
also in some other branches of the Teu- 
tonic tongue. The use of a as an lurticle 
—the change of the Anglo-Saxon ter- 
minations a and an into e and en, as well 
as the disregard of inflections and genders 
— the masculine forms given to neuter 
nouns in the plural— the neglect of the 
feminine terminations of adjectives and 
pronouns, and confusion between the de- 
finite and indefinite decl^sions— the in- 
troduction of the preposition to before 
infinitives, and occasional use of weak 
preterites of verbs and participles instead 
of strong — the constant recurrence of 
cr for or m the plurals of verbs- together 
with the uncertainty of the rule for the 
government of prepositions— sdl these 
variations, more or less visible in the two 
texts of Layamon, combined with the 
vowel-changes, which are numerous, 
thou^ not altogether arbitrary, will show 
at once the progress made in two centuries, 
in deiMirting from the ancient and purer 
grammatical fonns, as found in Anglo- 
Saxon manuscripts.” Preface, p. xxviii; 

“ Warton’s Hist, of Fn g l i sb Poetrv 
Ellis’s Specimens. 
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cal ctLionicle from the history of Geoffrey of Monmouth, 
which he continued to his own time. This work, wuth a 
similar chronicle of Eobert Manning, a monk of Bnmne 
(Bourne) in Lincolnshire, nearly thirty years later, stand 
at the head of our English poetry. The romance of Sir 
Tiistrem, ascribed to Thomas of Erceldoune, sumamed 
the Ehymer, a Scottish minstrel, has recently laid claim 
to somewhat higher antiquity In the fourteenth cen- 
tury a great number of metrical romances were translated 
from the French. It requires no small portion of indul- 
gence to speak favourably of any of these early English 
productions. A poetical line may no doubt occasionally 
be found ; but in general the narration is as heavy and 
prolix as the versification is unmusical.® The first 
English writer who cjoi be read with approbation is 
William Langland, the author of Piers Plowman^s Yision, 
a severe satire upon the clergy. Though his measure is 
more uncouth th^ that of his predecessors, there is real 
energy in his conceptions, which he caught not from the 
chimeras of knight-errantry, but the actual manners and 
opinions of his time. 

The very slow progress of the English language, as 
Cause of its ^ instrument of literature, is chiefly to be 
Blow pro- ascribed to the effects of the Norman conquest, 
in degrading the native inhabitants and trans- 
ferring all power and riches to foreigners. The barons, 
without perhaps one exception, and a large proportion 
of the gentry, were of French descent, and preserved 
among themselves the speech of their fathers. This 
continued much longer than we should naturally have 
expected; even after the loss of Normandy had snapped 
the thread of French connexions, and they began to 
pride themselves in the name of Englishmen, and in the 
inheritance of traditionary English privileges, Eobert 
of Gloucester has a remarkable passage, which proves 
that in his time, somewhere about 1290, the superior 
ranks continued to use the French language.^ Ealph 

» Thw conjecture of Scott has not Ijeen ^ort passages, where the original is 
favonrahly received hy later critics, rather above its usual mediocrity, with 

® Warton printed copious extracts from his own lively analysis, 
some of ’these. Eitson gave several of 1* The Evidences of this general em- 
tbem entire to the press. And Mr. Ellis ployment and gradual disuse of Frendi 
has adopted the only plan which could in conversation and writing are collected 
tender ^em^palatable, by intermiugUng by Tyrwhitt, in a dissertation on the 
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Higden, about tbe early part of Edward in.’s reign, 
though his expressions do not go the same len^h, 
asserts, that “ gentlemen’s children are taught to speak 
French from the time they are rocked in their cradle ; 
and uplandish (country) or inferior men will liken 
themselves to gentlemen, and learn -with great business 
for to speak French, for to be the more told of.” Not- 
withstanding, however, this predominance of French 
among the Ingher class, I do not think that some modem 
critics are warranted in concluding that they were in 
general ignorant of the English tongue. Men living 
upon their estates among their tenantry, whom they 
welcomed in theii halls, and whose assistance they were 
perpetually needing In war and civil frays, would hardly 
have permitted such a barrier to obstruct their inter- 
course. For we cannot, at the utmost, presume that 
French was so well known to the English commonalty 
in the thirteenth century as English is at present to the 
same class in Wales and the Scottish Highlands. It 
may be remarked also, that the institution of trial by 
jury mxist have rendered a knowledge of English almost, 
indispensable to those who administered justice. There 
is a proclamation of Edward I. in Eymer, where he en- 
deavours to excite his subjects against the king of 
France by imputing to him the intention of conquering 
the country and abolishing the English language (lin- 
guam delere Anglicanam), and this is frequently re- 
peated in the proclamations of Edward III.*^ In his 
time, or perhaps a little before, the native language had 
become more familiar than French in common use, even 
wi^ the court and nobility. Hence the numerous trans- 
lations of metrical romances, which are chiefly referred 
to his reign. An important change was effected in 1302 
by a statute, which enacts that all pleas in courts of 
justice shall be pleaded, debated, and judged in English* 
Hut Eatin was by this act to be employed in drawing 
the record; for there seems to have still oontinueda 
sort of prejudice against the use of English as a written 
language. The earliest English instrument known to exist 

■ucient Englirii language, prefixed to th€ p.Y 0 . 

fourth volume of his edition •fCJhaaoer'a ^ Ryrser, t v. p. 490; t vL p. Mi 
Canterbury Tales ; aud by Bitson, In the et alibi, 
prefoce to his Metrical Bomances, voL I, 
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is said to bear the date of 1343/ And there are but few 
entries in our own tongue upon the rolls of parliament 
before the reign of Henry VI., after whose accession its 
use becomes very common/ Sir John Mandevile, about 
1356, may pass for the father of English prose, no ori- 
ginal work being so ancient as his Travels. But the 
translation of the Bible and other writings by Wicliffe, 
nearly thirty years afterwards, taught us l£e copiousness 
and energy of which our native dialect was capable; 
and it was employed in the fifteenth century by two 
writers of distinguished merit. Bishop Fecock and Sir 
John Fortesoue. 

But the principal ornament of our English literature 
was Geoffrey Chaucer, who, with Dante and 
Petrarch, fills up the triumvirate of great poets 
in the middle ages, Chaucer was bom in 1328, and his 
life extended to the last year of the fourteenth century. 
That rude and ignorant generation was not likely to feel 
the admiration of native genius as warmly as the compa- 
triots of Petrarch ; but he enjoyed the favour of Edward 
HI., and still more conspicuously of John duke of 
Lancaster ; his fortunes were far more prosperous than 
have usually been the lot of poets ; and a reputation was 
established beyond competition in his lifetime, from 
which no succeeding generation has withheld its sanc- 
tion. I cannot, in my own taste, go completely along 
with the eulogies that some have bestowed upon Chaucer, 
who seems to me to have wanted grandeur, where he is 
original, both in conception and in language. But in 
vivacity of imagination and ease of expression, he is 
above all poets of the middle time, and comparable per- 
haps to the greatest of those who have followed. He 
invented, or rather introduced from France, and 
employed with facility the regular iambic couplet ; and 
though it was not to be expected that he should perceive 
the capacities latent in t^t measure, his versification, 
to which he accommodated a very licentious and arbi- 
trary pronunciation, is uniform and harmonious.* It is 

‘ Ritson, p. 80. There is one in Ey- Tales. The opinion of this eminent 
mer of the year 1385. critic has lately been controverted by Dr, 

® [ISroTB IV.3 Nott, who maintains the versification 0# 

t See Tyrwhitt’s essay on the language Chancer toahave been wholly founded cn 
and versification of Chaucer, in the fourth accentual and not syllabic regularity. I 
volume of his edition of the Canterbury adhere, however, to Tyrwhitt’s doctrine^ 
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oLiefly, indeed, as a comic poet, and a minute observer 
of manners and circumstances, that Cbancer excels. In 
serious and moral poetry be is frequently languid and 
diffuse; but be springs like Antaeus from tbe earth, 
when bis subject changes to coarse satire, or merry nar- 
rative. Among bis more elevated compositions, tbe 
Knight’s Tale is abundantly ■ sufficient to immortalize 
Chaucer, since it would be difficult to find any where a 
story better conducted, or told with more animation and 
strength of fancy. The second place may be given to 
his Troilus and Creseide, a beautiful and interesting 
poem, though enfeebled by expansion. But perhaps the 
most eminent, or at any rate the most characteristic 
testimony to his genius will be found in the prologue to 
his Canterbury Tales ; a work entirely and exclusively 
his own, which can seldom be said of his poetry, and 
the vivid delineations of which perhaps very few writers 
but Shakspeare could have equalled. As the first 
original English poet, if we except Langland, as the 
inventor of our most approved measure, as an improver, 
though with too much innovation, of our language, and 
as a faithful witness to the manners of his age, Chaucer 
would deserve our reverence, if he had not also intrinsic 
claims for excellences, which do not depend upon any 
collateral considerations. 

The last circumstance which I shall mention, as hav- 
ing contributed to restore society from the in- 
telleotual degradation iuto which it had fallen aSent 
during the dark ages, is the revival of classical 
learning. The Latin language indeed, in which all 
legal instruments were drawn up, and of which all 
ecclesiastics availed themselves in their epistolary inter- 
course, as well as in their more solemn proceedings, had 
never ceased to be familiar. Though many solecisms 
and barbarous words occur in the writings of what were 
called learned men, they possessed a fluency of expres- 
sion in Latin which does not often occur at present 
During the dark ages, however, properly so called, or 
the period from the sixth to the eleventh century, we 
chiefly meet with quotations from the Yulgate or from 
theological writers. Nevertheless, quotations from the 
Latin poets are hardly to be called unusual. Yirgil, 
Ovid, Statius, and Horace, are brought forward ba^ose 
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'vlio aspired to some literary reputation, especially dur- 
ing tlie better periods of that long twilight, the reigns 
of Charlemagne and his son in France, part of the tenth 
centuiy in Germany, and the eleventh, in both. The 
prose writers of Eome are not so familiar, but in quota- 
tions we are apt to find the poets preferred ; and it is 
certain that a few could be named who were not 
ignorant of Cicero, Sallust, and Livy. A considerable 
^ change took place in the course of the twelfth 

twelfth cen- century. The polite literature, as well as the 
abstruser science of antiquity, became the sub- 
ject of cultivation. Several writers of that age, in 
different parts of Europe, are distinguished more or 
less for elegance, though not absolute purity of Latin 
style ; and for their acquaintance with those ancients, 
who are its principal models. Such were J ohn of Salis- 
bury, the acute and learned author of the Polycraticon, 
William of Malmsbury, Giraldus Cambrensis, Eoger 
Hoveden, in England ; and in foreign countries, Otho of 
Frisingen, Saxo Grammaticus, and the best perhaps of 
all I have named as to style, Falcandus, the historian of 
Sicily. In these we meet with frequent quotations from 
Livy, Cicero, Pliny, and other considerable writers of 
antiquity. The poets were now admired and even imi- 
tated. All metrical Latin before the latter part of the 
twelfth century, so far as I have seen, is of little value ; 
but at this time, and early in the succeeding age, there 
appeared several versifiers who aspired to the renown of 
following the steps of Virgil and Statius in epic poetry. 
Joseph Iscanus, an Englishman, seems to have been the 
earliest of these ; his poem on the Trojan war containing 
an address to Henry II. He wrote another, entitled 
Antiooheis, on the third crusade, most of which has 
perished. The wars of Frederic Barbarossa were cele- 
brated by Gunther in his Ligurinus ; and not long after- 
wards, GuiUelmus Brito wrote the Philippis, in honour 
of Philip Augustus, and Walter de Chatillon the Alex- 
andi'eis, taken from the popular romance of ^exander. 
None of these poems, I believe, have much intrinsic 
merit ; but their existence is a proof of taste that could 
relish, though not of genius that oould emulate antiquity 

^ Wartou’s Hist, of English Poetry, de lajtoi&IeFran^aisedndoazi&ineSifecle 
vcd^TT^issertation EL Roquefort, Etet p. 18 , The following lines from the hft. 
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In tlie tiurteenth century there seems to have been 
some decline of classical literature, in consequence pro- 
bably of the scholastic philosophy, which was then in 
its greatest vigour ; at least we do not find so many good 
writers as in the preceding age. But about the 
middle of the fourteenth, or perhaps a little Se 
sooner, an ardent zeal for the restoration of an- 
cient learning began to display itself. The copying of 
books, for some ages slowly and sparingly performed in 
monasteries, had already become a branch of trade ;* and 
their price was consequently reduced. Tiiaboschi 
denies that the invention of making paper from 
linen rags is older than the middle of that ofliSn^ 
century ; and although doubts may be justly 
entertained as to the accuracy of this position, yet the 
confidence with which so eminent a scholar advances it 
is at least a proof that paper manuscripts of an earlier 
date are very rare. Princes became far more attentive 


ginning of the eighth hook of the Philip- 
pis seem a fair, or rather a favonrable 
q>ecimen of these epics. But I am very 
superficially acquainted with any of them. 

Solverat interea zephyris melioiihus 
a unm n 

Frigore depulso veris tcpor, et reno- 
vari 

Coeperat et viridi gremio juvenescere 
tellus; 

Cum Rea Iseta Jovis rideret ad oscula 
mater. 

Cum jam post tergum Phiyxi vectors 
relicto 

Solis Agenorei premeret rota terga ju- 
venci. 

The tragedy of Eccerinus (Eccelin da 
Romano), by Alhertinus Mussatus, a 
Paduan, and author of a respectable his- 
tory, deserves some attention, as the first 
attempt to revive the regular tragedy. It 
was written soon after 1300. The lan- 
guage by no means wants animation, 
notwithstanding annnskilfal conduct of 
the fable. The Eccerinus is printed in the 
tenth volume of Muralori’s collection. 

* Booksellers appear in the latter part 
of the twelfth century. Peter of Blois 
mentions a law book vhich he had pro- 
cured a quodam publico mangone* libro- 
rtun- Hist. Idttdraire de la France, t. ix. 
p. »4. in the thirteenth century there 
w<ere many copyists by oc^upawtjii in ;he 


Italian universities. Tiraboschi, t iv. 
p. ^2. The number of these at Milan 
before the end of that age is said to have 
been fifty. Ibid. But a very small pro- 
portion of their labour could have been 
devoted to purposes merely literary. By 
a variety of ordinances, the first of whida 
bears date in 1275, the booksellers of 
Paris were subjected to the control of 
the university. Crevier, t ii. p. 67, 286. 
The pretext of this was, lest erroneous 
copies should obtain circulation. And 
this appears to have been the original of 
those restraints upon the freedom of pub- 
lication, which since the inv«ition of 
printing have so much retarded the dif- 
fusion of truth by means of that great 
instrument. 

y Tiraboschi, t. v. p. 86. On the con- 
Iraiy side are MontCaucon, Mahillon, and 
Muratori ; the latter of whom carries up 
the invention of our ordinary paper to the 
year lOOO. But Tiraboschi contends that 
the paper used in manuscripts of so 
early an age was made from cotton rags, 
and, apparently from the inferior durabi- 
lity of that material, not frequently em- 
ployed. The editors of Nouveau Traite 
de Diplomatique are of the same opinion, 
and doubt the use of linen paper before 
the year 1300. t. i. p. 517, 521. Meer- 
man, well known as a wriW!P"^!J>jl tiie 
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to literature wlien it was no longer confined to meta* 
pliysical theology and canon law. I have already men- 
tioned the translations from classical authors, made by 
command of John and Charles V. of France. These 
French translations diffused somo acquaintance with 
ancient history and learning among our own countiy- 

Libraries public libraries assumed a more 

1 ranes. appearance. Louis IX. had formed 

one at Paris, in which it does not appear that any work 
of elegant literature was found.*" At the beginning of 
the fourteenth century, only four classical manuscripts 
existed in this collection ; of Cicero, Ovid, Lucan, and 
Boethius.^ The academical library of Oxford, in 1300, 
consisted of a few tracts kept in chests under St Mary^s 
church. That of Glastonbury Abbey, in 1240, contained 
four hundred volumes, among which were Livy, Sallust, 
Lucan, Virgil, Claudian, and other ancient writers.® But 
no other, probably, of that age was so numerous or so 
valuable. Eichard of Bury, chancellor of England, and 
Edward III., spared no expense in collecting a library, 
the first perhaps that any private man had formed. 
But the scarcity of valuable books was still so great, that 
he gave the abbot of St. Albans fifty pounds weight of 
silver for between thirty and forty volumes.^ Charles T. 


antiqxiities of printing, offered a reward 
for the earliest manuscript upon linen 
paper, and, in a treatise upon the subject, 
fixed the date of its invention between 
1270 and 1300. But M. Schwandner of 
Vienna is said to have found in the im* 
perial library a small charter bearing the 
date of 1243 on such paper. Maq)her- 
eon’s Annals of Commerce, voL L p. 394. 
Tiraboschi, if he had known this, would 
probably have maintained the paper to 
be made of cotton, which he says it is 
difBLcult to distinguish. He assigns the 
invention of linen paper to Pace da Fa- 
biano of Treviso. But more than one 
Arabian writer asserts the manufhcture 
«f linen paper to have been cairied on at 
Somarcand early in the eighth centuty, 
having been brought thither from China. 
And what is more conclusive, Casiri po- 
sitively declares many manuscripts in 
the Escurial of the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries to be written on that sub- 
bibliotheca Arabico-Ht^>anica, 


tlL p.9. This authority appears much 
to outweigh the opinion of Tiraboschi in 
£stvW of Face da Fabiano, who must 
perhaps take his place at the table 
of fabulous heroes with Bartholomew 
Schwartz and Flavio GictJa. But the 
material point, that paper was very little 
known in Europe till the latter part of 
the fourteenth century, remains as be- 
fore. See Introduction to History of 
Literature, c. i $ 58. 

* Warton’s Hist, of En^di Poetry, 
vol. il. p. 122. 

® Velly, tv. p. 202; Crevier, tii 
p. 36. 

b Warton, voL i. ; Dissert IL 
« Ibid, 

d Warton, voL i- Dissert IL Filty- 
ei^t books were transcribed in this abbey 
under one abbot, about the year 1300. 
Every« considerabre monastery had a 
room, called Scriptorium, where this 
work was performed. More than ei^ly 
were transcribed at St Albans under 
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increased the royal library at Paris to nine hundred 
volnmes, which the duke of Bedford purchased and 
transported to London.® His brother Humphrey duke 
of Gloucester presented the university of Oxford with 
six hundred books, which seem to have been of extraor- 
dinary value, one hundred and twenty of them having 
been estimated at one thousand pounds. This indeed 
was in 1440, at which time such a library would not 
have been -thought remarkably numerous beyond -the 
Alps,^ but England had made comparatively little pro- 
gress in learning. Geimany, however, was probably 
still less advanced. Louis, Elector Palatine, bequeathed 
in 1421 his library to the university of Heidelberg, con- 
sisting of one hundred and fifty-two volumes. Eighty- 
nine of these related to theology, twelve to canon and 
civil law, forty-five to medicine, and six to philo- 
sophy.s 

Those who first undertook to lay open the stores of 
ancient learning found incredible difficulties Transcrip- 
from the scarcity of manuscripts. So gross and tion of ma- 
supine was the ignorance of me monks, within 
whose walls these treasures were concealed, that it was 
impossible to ascertain, except by indefatigable re- 
searches, the extent of what had been saved out.of the 
great shipwreck of antiquity. To this inquiry Petrarch 
devoted continual attention. He spared no means to 
preserve the remains of authors, who were perishing 
from neglect and time. This danger was by no means 


Whethaanstede, in the time of Henry VX 
ibid. See also Du Cange, V Scriptores. 
Nevertheless we must remember, first, 
that the far greater part of these hooks 
were mere monastic trash, or at least 
useless in our modem apprehension; se- 
condly, that it depended upon the cha- 
racter of the abbot, whether the scripto- 
rium diould be occupied or not Every 
head of a monastery was not a Whetham- 
stede. Ignorance and jollity, such as we 
find in jl^lton Abbey, were their more 
nsnal characteristics. By the account 
books of this rich monastery, abont the 
beginning of the fourteenth century, 
tnree l^ks only appear to have been 
purchased in forty years. One those 
was the Liber Sententiarum of Peter 
Lombard, which cost thirty HTiiiiingg, 


equivalent to near forty pounds at presen*- 
■V^itaker’s Hist of Craven, p. 330. 

® Ibid. ; Villaret, t. xi. p. Il7. 
f Niccolo Niccoli, a private scholar 
who contributed essentially to the re- 
storation of ancient learning, bequeathed 
a library of eight hundred volumes to 
the republic of Florence. This Niccoli 
hardly published any thing of his own ; 
but earned a well-merited reputation by 
copying and correcting manuscripts. Ti- 
raboschi, tvi. p. li4j Shepherd’s Pog- 
gio, p.319. In the preceding century 
Conucdo Salutato had procured as many 
as eight hundred volumes. Ibid. p. 2a 
Eoscoe’s Lorenzo de* Medici, p. 66. 

s Schmidt, Hist des Allemands, t v 
p. 520. 
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passed ia the fourteenth century. A tieatise of Cicero 
upon Glory, which had been in his possession, was after- 
wards irretrievably lost.^ He declares that he had seen 
in his youth the works of Tarro ; but all his endeavours 
to recover these and the second Becad of Livy were 
fruitless. He found, however, Quintilian, in 1350, of 
wliich there was no copy in Italy.^ Boccaccio, and a 
man of less general fame, Colluccio Salutato, were dis- 
tinguished in the same honourable task. The diligence 
of Qiese scholars was not confined to searching for manu- 
scripts. Transcribed by slovenly monks, or by ignorant 
[>ersons who made copies for sale, they required the 
continual emendation of accurate critics.^ Though much 
certainly was left for the more enlightened sagacity of 
later times, we owe the first inteHigible text of the Latin 
classics to Petrarch, Poggio, and their contemporary 
labourers in this vineyard for a hundred years before 
the invention of printing. 

What Petrarch began in the fourteenth century was 
Industry of ^ generation with unabating 

the^Suth industry. The whole lives of Italian scholars 
century. fifteenth centuT}’" were devoted to the 

recovery of manuscripts and the revival of philology. 
For this they sacrificed their native language, which 
had made such surprising shoots in the preceding age, 
and were content to trace, in humble reverence, the 
footsteps of antiquity. For this too they lost the hope 
of permanent glory, which can never remain with 
imitators, or such as trim the lamp of ancient sepulchres, 
No writer perhaps of the fifteenth century, except 
Politian, can aspire at present even to the second class, 
in a just marshalling of literary reputation. But we 
owe Ihem our respect and graiitude for their taste and 
diligence. The discovery of an unknown manuscript, 
says Tiraboschi, was regarded almost as the conquest 
of a kingdom. The classical writers, he adds, were 
chiefly either found in Italy, or at least by Italians; 
they were first amended and first printed in Italy, and 
in Italy they were first collected in public libraries.® 

h He had lent ii to a needy man of * Tiraboschi, p. 89. • 

tetters, who pawned the book, whidi fc Ideifi, t y. p. 83; De Sade, t. t 
was rever recovered. De Sade, t. i. p. 88. 
p 5T. “ Tiraboschi, p. 101 
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This is subject to some exception, when fairly consi 
dered; several ancient anthers were never lost, and 
therefore cannot be said to have been discovered ; and 
we know that Italy did not always anticipate other 
countries in classical printing. But her superior merit is 
incontestable. Poggio Bracoiolmi, who stands 
perhaps at the head of the restorers of learn- 
ing, in the earlier part of the fifteenth century, dis- 
covered in the monastery of St. Gall, among dirt and 
rubbish in a dungeon scarcely fit for condemned crimi- 
nals, as he describes it, an entire copy of Quintilian, 
and part of Valerius Placcus. This was in 1414; and 
soon afterwards, he rescued the poem of Silius Italicus, 
and twelve comedies of Plautus, in addition to eight 
that were previously known: besides Lucretius, Colu- 
mella, TeifuUian, Ammianus Marcellinus, and other 
writers of inferior note.” A bishop of Lodi brought to 
light the rhetorical treatises of Cicero. Not that we 
must suppose these books to have been universally 
xuiknown before; Quintilian, at least, is quoted by 
English writers much earlier. But so little intercourse 
prevailed among different countries, and the monks had 
so little acquaintance with the riches of their conventual 
libraries, liat an author might pass for lost in Italy, 
who was familiar to a few learned men in other parts 
of Europe. To the name of Poggio we may add a 
number of others, distinguished in this memorable 
resurrection of ancient literature, and united, not 
always indeed by friendship, for their bitter animosities 
disgrace their profession, but by a sort of common 
sympathy iu the cause of learning ; Eilelfo, Laurentius 
Valla, Niccolo Niccoli, Ambrogio Traversari, more com- 
monly called II Camaldolense, and Leonardo Aretino. 

Prom the subversion of the Western Empire, or at 
least from the time when Borne ceased to pay 
obedience to the exarchs of Eavenna, the Greek 
language and literature had been almost en- 
tirely forgotten within the pale of the Latin ^ 
church. A very few exceptions might be found, espe- 
cially in the earlier period of the middle ages, while 
the eastern emperors^ retained their dominion over 

“ Tiraboschi, t. vi. p. 104 ; and Shepherd's life of Poggio, p. 106 110 ; Hoe* 
soe's Lorenao de’ Medid, p. 38. — 
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part of Italy.® Thus Charlemagne is said to have 
established a school for Greek at Osnaburg^ John 
Scotus seems to have been well acquainted with the 
language. And Greek characters may occasionally, 
though very seldom, be found in the writings of learned 
men ; such as Lanfranc or William of Malmsbury.*! It 
is said that Eoger Bacon understood Greek ; and that 
his eminent contemporary, Eobert Grostete, bishop of 
Lincoln, had a sufficient intimacy with it to translate 
a part of Suidas. Since Greek was spoken with consi- 
derable purity by the noble and well educated natives 
of Constantinople, we may wonder that, even as a living 
lan^age, it was not better known by the westem 
nations, and especially in so neighbouring a nation as 
Italy. Yet here the ignorance was perhaps even more 
complete than in France or England. In some parts 
indeed of Calabria, which had been subject to the 


® Schmidt, Hist dea Allemands, t. ii 
p. 374: ; Tiraboschi, t iiL p. 124, et alibi. 
Bede extols Theodore primate of Cantor 
bnry and Tobias bishop of Rochestei 
for their knowledge of Greek. Hist. 
Eccles. 0 . 9 and 24. But the former of 
these prelates, if not the latter, was a 
native of Greece. 

P Hist. Littdraire de la Prance, t. iv. 
p.l2. 

9 Greek characters axe found in a 
charter of 943, published in Martenne, 
Thesaurus Anecdot. t, i. p. 74. The title 
of a treatise Trepl iprSa-eav fiepto-fJLov, and 
the word dcoroKos, occur in William of 
Malmsbury, and one or two others in 
Lanfranc’s Constitutions. It is said that 
a Greek psalter was written in an abbey 
at Toumay about 1105. Hist litt de 
la France, t. ix. p. 102. This was, I 
diould think, a very rare instance of a 
Greek manuscript, sacred or profane, 
copied in the westem parts of Europe 
before the fifteenth century. But a 
Greek psalter vntten in Latin charac- 
ters at Milan in the 9th century was 
sold some years ago in London. John 
of jSalisbury is said by Crevier to have 
known a little Greek, and he several 
limes uses technical words in that lan- 
guage. Yet he could XK>t have I'cen 
much more learned than his neighbours; 
since, havine found the word ovo-ia in 


St Ambrose, he was forced to ask the 
meaning of one John Sarasin, an Eng- 
lishman, becanse, says he, none of our 
masters here (at Paris) understand Greek 
Paris, indeed, Crevier thinTcR, could not 
furnish any Greek scholar in that age 
except Abelard and Heloise, and pro- 
bably neither of them knew much- Hist, 
de I’Univers. de Paris, tip. 259. 

The ecclesiastical language, it may be 
observed, was full of Greek words La- 
tinized. But this process had taken 
place before the fifth century; and most 
of them will be found in the Latin dic- 
tionaries. A Gre^ word was now and 
then borrowed, as more imposing than 
the correspondent Latin. Thus the 
English and other kings sometimes called 
themselves Basilens, instead of Bex. 

It will not be supposed that I have 
professed to enumerate aU the persons 
of whose acquaintance with the Gre^ 
tongue some evidence may be fonnd; 
nor have I ever directed my attention to 
the subject with that view. Doubtless 
the list mi^t be more than doubled. 
But, if ten times the number couid be 
found, we should still be entitled to say, 
tiiat tiie language was almost unknown, 
and that it could have had no influence 
on the ^condition of literature. [See In* 
troduction to Hist, of Idterature, chap, % 
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eastern empire till near the year 1100 , the liturgy was 
still performed in Greek ; and a considerable acquaint- 
ance with the language was of course preserved. But 
for the scholars of Italy, Boccaccio positively asserts, 
that no one understood so much as the Greek characters/ 
Nor is there probably a single line quoted from any 
poet in that language from the sixth to the fourteenili 
century. 

The first to lead the way in restoring Grecian learning 
in Europe were the same men who had revived 
the kindred muses of Latium, Petrarch and 
Boccaccio. Barlaam, a Calabrian by birth, 
during an embassy from the court of Constan- 
tinople in 1336, was persuaded to become the preceptor 
of the former, with whom he read the works of Plato.* 
Leontius Pilatus, a native of Thessalonica, was en- 
couraged some years afterwards by Boccaccio to give 
public lectures upon Homer at Elorence.* Whatever 
might be the share of general attention that he excited, 
he had the honour of instructing both these great 
Italians in his native language. Neither of them per- 
haps reached an advanced degree of proficiency; but 
they bathed their lips in the fountain, and enjoyed the 
pride of being the frrst who paid the homage of a new 
posterity to the father of poetry. For some time little 
fruit apparently resulted from their example ; but Italy 
had imbibed the desire of acquisitions in a new sphere 
of knowledge, which, after some interval, she was 
abundantly able to realize. A few years before the ter- 
mination of the fourteenth century, Emanuel Chiysoloras, 
whom the emperor John Palaeologus had previously 
sent into Italy, and even as far as England, upon one 
of those unavailing embassies, by which the Byzantine 
court strove to obtain sympathy and succour from 
Europe, returned to Florence as a public teacher of 
Grecian literature." His school was afterwards removed 

Kemo est qui Orsecas lit^ras nOrit ; t iii. p. 634. Body de Grasds lUnst 
at ego in hoc Latinitati compatior, qtue p. 2. Boccaoe spealra modestly of hia 
sic o mnin o Grseca al^ecit stndia, nt etiam own attainments in Greek : etsi non satis 
ion noecamns characteres literamn. Ge- plen& perceperim, percepi tamen qnan* 
neali^iss Deormn, apnd Hodinm de torn potni ; nec duhinm, si permansissci 
Grsecis lUnstrihns, p. 3. • homo ille vagos dintins penes nos, qniu 

• Mdm. de Petrarque, t i. p. 407. plenins percepissem. id. p. 4 

« de Petrarque, t. i p. 447 ; “ Body places the conune iW i n "lai ; oi 

VOI 4 . m. 2 H • 
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successivoiy to Pavia, Yenioe, and Eome ; and during 
nearly twenty years tliat lie taught in Italy, most of those 
eminent scholars whom I have already named, and who 
distinguish tlie first half of that century, derived from 
his instruction their knowledge of tne Greek tongue. 
Some, not content with being the disciples of Chjyso- 
loras, betook themselves to the source of that literature 
at Constantinople ; and returned to Italy, not only with 
a more accurate insight into the Greek idiom than they 
could have attained at home, but with copious treasures 
of manuscripts, few, if any, of which probably existed 
previously in Italy, where none had ability to read or 
value them; so that the principal authors of Grecian 
antiquity may be considered as brought to light by 
these inquirers, the most celebrated of whom are Guarino 
of Yerona, Aurispa, and Filelfo. The second of these 
brought home to Yenice.in 1423 not less than two 
hundred and thirty-eight volumes.* 

The fall of that eastern empire, which had so long 
state of outlived all other pretensions to respect that 
learning in it Scarcely retained that founded upon its an- 
Oreece. tiquity, seems to have been providentially de- 
layed till Italy was ripe to nourish the scattered seeds of 
literature that would have perished a few ages earlier in 
the common catastrophe. From the commencement of 
the fifteenth century even the national pride of Greece 
could not blind her to the signs of approaching ruin. It 
was no longer possible to inspire the European republic, 
distracted % wars and restrained by calculating policy, 
with the generous fanaticism of the crusades ; and at the 
council of Florence, in 1439, the court and church of 
Constantinople had the mortification of sacrificing their 
long- cherished faith, without experiencing any sensible 
return of protection or security. The learned Greeks 
were perhaps the first to anticipate, and certainly not the 
last to avoid, their country’s destruction. The council 
of Florence brought many of them into Italian connexions, 
and held out at least a temporary accommodation of their 
conflicting opinions. Though the Eoman pontiffs did 
nothing, and probably could have done nothing effectual, 

Chrysoloras’s teaching as early as 1391. 1396 0? beginning of 1397, t. vn, p. W6. 
p. S. But Tiratooschi, whose research * Tirahoschi, t. yi. p. 102; TUwooe's 
was mnco^-arecise, it at the end of Lorenzo de* Medici, toL t p. 43, 
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for the empire of Constantinople, they were very ready 
to protect and reward the learning of individuals. To 
Eugenius IV., to Nicolas V., to Pius II., and some other 
popes of this age, the Greek exiles were indebted for a 
patronage which they repaid by splendid services in the 
restoration of their native literature thi’oughout Italy. 
Bessarion, a disputant on the Greek side in the council 
of Florence, was well content to renounce the doctrine 
of single procession for a cardinaPs hat — a dignity which 
he deserved for his learning, if not for his pliancy. 
Theodore Gaza, George of Trebizond, and Gemistus 
Pletho, might equal Bessarion in merit, though not in 
honours. They all, however, experienced the patronage 
of those admirable protectors of letters, Nicolas V., 
Cosmo de’ Medici, or Alfonso king of Naples. These 
men emigrated before the final destruction of the Greek 
empire ; Lascaris and Musurus, whose arrival in Italy 
was posterior to that event, may be deemed perhaps still 
more conspicuous ; but as the study of the Greek lan- 
guage was already restored, it is unnecessary to pursue 
the subject any further. 

The Greeks had preserved, through the course of the 
middle ages, their share of ancient learning with more 
fidelity and attention than was shown in the west of 
Europe. Genius indeed, or any original excellence, 
could not well exist along with their cowardly despotism, 
and their contemptible theology, more corrupted by 
frivolous subtleties than that of tihie Latin church. The 
spirit of persecution, naturally allied to despotism and 
bigotry, had nearly, during one period, extinguished the 
lamp, or at least reduced the Greeks to a level with the 
most ignorant nations of the West. In the age of Jus- 
tinian, who expelled the last Platonic philosophers, 
learning began rapidly to decline ; in that of Heraclius 
it had reached a much lower point of degradation ; and 
for two centuries, especially while the worshippers of 
images were persecuted with unrelenting intolerance, 
there is almo^ a blank in the annals of Grecian lite- 
rature/ But about the middle of the ninth century it 

y autaiors most conveiipant with period, such as the ei^th century, and 
Bjrzaatine learning agree in this. Never- those who correspond to them in the 
theless, there is one manifest difiference West Syncellns, for ea ample, is of great 
I'etween the Greek writers of the worst use in chronology, becaC?!: iie wca ac* 

2h2» 
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revived pretty suddenly, and with, considerable success,* 
Though, as I have observed, we find in very few instances 
any original talent, yet it was hardly less important to 
have had compilers of such erudition as Photius, Suidas, 
Eustathius, and Tzetzes. With these certainly the Latins 
of the middle ages could not place any names in com- 
parison. They possessed, to an extent which we cannot 
precisely appreciate, many of those poets, historians, and 
orators of ancient Greece, whose loss we have long re- 
gretted and must continue to deem irretrievable. Great 
ha'voc, however, was made in the libraries of Constanti- 
nople at its capture by the Latins — an epoch from which 
a rapid decline is to be traced in the literature of the 
-eastern empire. Solecisms and barbarous terms, which 
sometimes occur in the old Byzantine writers, are said 
to deform the style of the fourteenth and fifteenth cen- 
turies.** The Turkish ravages and destruction of mo- 


qnamted with many ancient histories 
-now no more. But Bede po^essed 
nothing which we have lost; and his 
compilations are consequently altogether 
unprofitable. The eighth century, the 
Sseculum Iconoclasticum of Gave, low as 
it was in all polite literature, produced 
one man, John Damascenus, who has 
been deemed the founder of scholastic 
theology, and who at least set the ex- 
ample of that style of reasoning in the 
East This person, and Michael FseUus, 
a philosopher of the eleventh century, 
are the only considerable men, as ori- 
ginal writers, in the annals of Byzantine 
literature. 

* The honour of restoring ancient or 
heathen literature is due to the Csesar 
Bardas, uncle and minister of Michael XL 
Cedrenus spealcs of it in the following 
terms: effe/xeXi}^ Sk koX rijs <ro^ias, 

(iiv yap eK iroXAow XP^vov irapap^ettra, 
KoX rrpog rp ^0 

Twv lepttTOWTWV apyCtf koI apaJdu^ 5ia- 
-Tpifiaf ixdtrro rStv eTrccrrunwov a^opur^. 
rSiV fihf aXtaav wrjj retp erux*! *075 6 ’ hn 
vaawv hr6xov icar* avra to. 

^a<^^Xeta «v r§ lILayvavptf koX ovt» 
lii €K€ivov dvijfiatrKew at imarrjfluU ijp- 
iayro, K. r. A. Hist Byzant Script 
(Lutet) t X. p. 547. Baidas found out 
and promoted Photius, afterwards patri- 
arch of Constantinople, and equally 
ismons in of the church and 


of learning. Gibbon passes perhaps too 
rapidly over the Byzantine literature, 
chap. 53. In this, as in many other places, 
the masterly boldness and precision of his 
outline, which astonish Uiose who have 
trodden parts of the same field, are apt 
to escape an uninformed reader. 

® I>a Cange, Praelatio ad Glossar. 
Graecitatis Medii EvL Anna Comnena 
quotes some popular lines, which seem 
to be the earliest specimen extant of the 
Romaic dialect, or something approach- 
ing it, as they observe no grammatical 
inflexion, and bear about the same re- 
semblance to ancient Greek that the 
worst law-charters of the ninth and tenth 
centuries do to pure Latin. In fact, the 
Greek language seems to have declined 
mudb in the same manner as the Latin 
did, and almost at as early a period. In 
the sixth century, Damasdus, a Platonic 
philosopher, mentions the old language 
as distinct &om that which was ver- 
nacular, 771V dpxdtav yXjStTTav {r/rip t^v 
IBiMTqv jxeAcrovoru Bu Cange, ibid. p. IL 
It is well known that the popular, or 
political verses of Tzetzes, a writer of 
the twelfth century, are accentual; that 
is, ore to be read, as the modem Greeks 
do, by treating every acute or circumfiex 
syllable long, without regard io its 
original quantity. This innovation, which 
must have produced stm greater con- 
fusion of metrical rules than it did in 
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nasteries ensued; and in the cheeriess intervals of 
immediate terror there was no longer any encouragement 
to preserve the monuments of an expiring language, and 
of a name that was to lose its place among nations.^ 

That ardour for the restoration of classical literature 
which animated Italy in the first part of the 
fifeenth century, was by no means common to 
the rest of Europe. Neither England, nor 
France, nor Germany, seemed aware of the 
approaching change. We are told that learning, by which 
I believe is only meant the scholastic ontology, had begun 
to decline at Oxford from the time of Edward III.® ^d 
the fifteenth century, from whatever cause, is particularly 
barren of writers in the Latin language. The study of 
Greek was only introduced by Grocyn and Linacer under 


Latim, is much older than the of 
Tzetzes ; if, at least, the editor of some 
notes subjoined to Meursius’s edition of 
the Themata of Constantine Porphyro- 
genltus (Lugduni, 1617) is right in 
ascribing certain political verses to that 
emperor, who died in 956. These verses 
are regular accentual trochaics. But I 
believe they have since be^ given to 
Constantine Manasses, a writer of the 
eleventh century. 

According to the opinion of a modem 
traveller (Hobhou8e*s Travels in Albania, 
letter 33) the chief corruptions which dis> 
tinguish the Romaic from its parent 
iJiocfc, especially the anxiliaiy verbs, are 
not older than the capture of Constanti- 
nople by Mahomet IL But it seems 
difficult to obtain any satls&ctory proof 
of this; and the amdUaty verb is so 
natural and convenient, that the andent 
Greeks may probably, in some of their 
local idioms, have fitilen into the use of 
It; as Mr. H. admits they did with re- 
sp^ to the future auxiliary See 

somo instances of this in iiesbouax, n-epl 
ad finem Ammonii, curft 

Valckenagr. 

b Photius (1 write on the authority of 
M. Heeren) quotes Theopompus, Arrian’s 
BQstoiy of Alexander’s Successors, and of 
Farthia, Ctesias, Agatharddes, the whole 
of Diodorus Siculus, Polybius, ox^ Diony- 
sius of Halicarnassus, twenty lost ora- 
tions of Demosthenes, almost two hundred 
of Lydas, sixty-four of Isaeus, about fifty 


ofHyperides. Heeren ascribes the loss 
of these works altogether to the Latin 
capture of Constantinople, no writer sub- 
sequent to that time having quoted them. 
Essai sur les Croisades, p. 413. It is diffi- 
cult however not to suppose that some 
part of the destmetion was left for the 
Ottomans to perform. iBneas Sylvius 
bemoans, in bis speech before the diet ot 
Frankfort, the vast losses of literature by 
the recent subversion of the Greek em- 
pire. Quid de libris dicam, qui illic 
erant ionumerabiles, nondum Latinis 

cogniti ! Nunc ergo, et Homero et 

Pindaro et Mmmdro et omnibus illus- 
tiioribus poetis, secunda mors erit But 
nothing can be inferred from this de- 
clamation, except, perhaps, that he did 
not know whether Menander still existed 
or not JEai. Sylv. Opera, p. 7i6; also 
p. 881. Harris’s Philological Inquiries 
part ill. a 4. It is a remarkable proof 
however, of the turn which Europe, and 
especially Italy, was takiug, that apope’s 
legate should, on a solemn occasion, de- 
scant so seriously on the iiijuxy sustained 
by profime literature. 

An useM summary of the lower 
Greek literature, taken chiefly from the 
Bibliotheca Grmca of Fabridus, will be 
found in Berington’s literary l^tory ol 
the Middle Ages, Appendix L ; and one 
rather more copious in SchoSU, Abr^gd 
de la litt^ture Gxbcque. (Paris, 1812.) 

« ■VTood’s Antiquities of Oxford voL I 
p. 637. 
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Heniy VII., and met witli violent opposition in tlie uni- 
versity of Oxford, vrhere the unlearned party styled 
themselves Trojans, as a pretext for abusing and insulting 
the scholars.** Nor did any classical work proceed from 
the respectable press of Caxton. France, at the begin- 
ning of the fifteenth age, had several eminent theolo- 
gians ; but the reigns of Charles YII. and Louis XI. 
contributed far more to her political than her literary 
renown. A Greek professor was first appointed at Paris 
in 1458, before which time the language had not been 
publicly taught, and was little understood.® Much less 
had Germany thrown off her ancient rudeness, .^neas 
Sylvius, indeed, a deliberate flatterer, extols every cir- 
cumstance in the social state of that country ; but Cam- 
pano, the papal legate at Eatisbon in 1471, exclaims 
against the barbarism of a nation, where very few pos- 
sessed any learning, none any elegance.^ Yet the pro- 
gress of intellectual cultivation, at least in the two former 
countries, was uniform, though silent ; libraries became 
more numerous, and books, after the happy invention of 
paper, though still very scarce, might be copied at less 
expense. Many colleges were foxmded in the English as 
well as foreign universities during the fourteenth and 
fifteenth cenl^es, N or can I pass over institutions that 
have so eminently contributed to the literary reputation 
of this country, and that still continue to exercise so 
conspicuous an influence over her taste and knowled^, 
as the two great schools of grammatical learning, Win- 
chester and Eton — the one founded by William of Wyke- 
ham, bishop of Winchester, in 1373; the other in 1432, 
by Eng Henry the Sixth.® 

d Eoper^s Vita Mori, e<LHeame, p. 75. the terms of treaties he employs the old 

® Crevier, t iv.p. 243*, see too p. 46. Roman forms; exercitnm trajicito— op- 

f IncredibiiiBingeniorambarhariesest; pida pontificis sunto, &c. And with a 
rarlssiiDi literasnOrunt, nnUi elegantiam. most absurd pedantiy, the ecclesiastical 
Papiensis Epistolse, p. 377. Campano’s state is called 'Rornknum imperimn. 
notion of elegance was ridiculous euou^ Gampani Vita Braccii, in Muratori Script 
Nobody ever carried farther the pedantic Eer. ItaL t 

affectation of avoiding modem terms in s A letter rom Master William Fasten 
hisLatinity. Thus, in the life of Braccio at Eton (Paston Letters, vol. i p. 299) 
da Montone, he renders his meaning proves that Latin ver^cation was tan^t 
almost aninteUigihle by excess of clas- there as e'mly as the beginning of Edward 
sical purity. Braccio boasts se numquam IV.’s re^^ It is true that the specimen 
deorum immortalimn templa violdsse. he rathe;* proudly exhibits does not much 
Troops com mu ting outrages in a city are differ fir m what we denominate non- 
accused vii^^s vestales incestasse. In sense verses. But a more material ob* 
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But wldle the learned of Italy were eagerly exploring 
their recent acquisitions of manuscripts, de- invention 
cyphered with difficulty and slowly circulated printing, 
from hand to hand, a few obscure Germans had gradually 
perfected the most important discovery recorded in the 
annals of mankind. The invention of printing, so far 
from being the result of philosophical sagacity, does not 
appear to have been suggested by any regard to the 
higher branches of literature, or to bear any oSier relation 
than that of coincidence to their revival in Italy. The 
question why it was stm^k out at that particular time 
must be referred to that disposition of unknown causes 
which we call accident. Two or three centuries earlier, 
we cannot but acknowledge the discovery would have 
been almost equally acceptable. But the inven’*ion of 
paper seems to have naturally preceded those of en- 
gi'aving and printing. It is generally agreed that playing 
cards, which have been traced far back in the fourteenth 
century, gave the first notion of taking off impressions 
from engraved figures upon wood. The second stage, or 
rather second application of this Sivt, was the repre- 
sentation of saints and other religious devices, several 
instances of which are stiU extant. Some of these are 
accompanied with an entire page of illustrative text, out 
into the same wooden block. This process is indeed far 
removed from the invention that has given immortality 
to the names of Fust, Schoeffer, and Gutenburg, yet it 
probably led to the consideration of means whereby 
it might be rendered less operose and inconvenient. 
Whether moveable wooden characters were ever em- 
ployed in any entire work is very questionable — ^the 
opinion that referred their use to Laurence Coster, of 
Haarlem, not having stood the test of more accurate 
investigation. They appear, however, in the capital 
letters of some early printed books. But no expedient 
of tins kind could have fulfilled the great purposes of 
this invention, until it was perfected by founding metal 
types^ in a matrix or mould, the essential characteristic 
of printing, as distinguished from other arts that bear 
some analogy to it. 

The first book that issued from the presses of Fust 

servation is, the sons of cotntty tauce were already sent to public schools 
gentlemen living at a considerable dis- for grammatical edncatiSuT 
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and his associates atMentzwas an edition of the Ynlgate, 
commonly called the Mazarine Bible, a copy having been 
discovered in the library that owes its name to Cardinal 
Mazarin at Paris. This is supposed to have been printed 
between the years 1450 and 1455.^ In 1457 an edition 
of the Psalter appeared, and in this the invention was 
announced to the world in a boasting colophon, though 
certainly not unreasonably bold.* Another edition of the 
Psalter, one of an ecclesiastical book, Durand’s account 
of liturgical offices, one of the Conkitutions of Pope 
Clement V., and one of a popular treatise on general 
science, called the Catholicon, filled up the interval till 
1462, when the second Mentz Bible proceeded from the 
same piinters.*' This, in the opinion of some, is the 
earliest book in which cast types were employed — those 
of the Mazarine Bible having been cut with the hand. 
But this is a controverted point. In 1465 Fust and 
Schoeffer published an edition of Cicero’s Offices, the first 
tribute of the new art to polite literature. Two pupils 
of their school, Sweynheim and Pannartz, migrated the 
same year into Italy, and printed Donatus’s grammar 
and the works of Lactotius at the monastery of Subiaco, 
in the neighbourhood of Eome.“ Venice had the honour 
of extendmg her patronage to John of Spira, the first who 
applied the art on an extensive scale to the publication 
of classical writers/ Several Latin authors came forth 
from his press in 1470 ; and during the next ten years a 
multitude of editions were published in various parts of 
Italy. Though, as we may judge from their present 
scarcity, these editions were by no means numerous in 
respect of impressions, yet, contrasted with the dilatory 
process of copying manuscripts, they were like a new 
mechanical power in machinery, and gave a wonderfully 
accel^ted impulse to the intellectual cultivation of 
mankind. From the era of these first editions proceeding 
from the Spiras, Zarot, Janson, or Sweynheim and Pan- 
nartz, literature must be deemed to have altogether 

h De Bure, t i. p. 30. Several copies Pflster at Baanbei^ in 1459. 
of this book have come to Uj^ht since its ™ Tiiaboschl, t vi p. 140. 

“ Sanuto mentions an order of the 
i Id, p. 71. senate in^469, that John of Spira should 

k Mdm. de VAcad des Inscriptions, t print the epistles of TuUy and Pliny for 
xlv. p. 265. Another edition of the Bible five years, and that no one else should do 
is supposed have been printed by so. Script. iCemm Italic, t, ttIT, p, ii 89 l 
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revived in Italy. Tie stin was now fully above the 
hoiizon, though countries less fortunately circumstanced 
did not immediately catch his beams ; and the restoration 
of ancient learning in Trance and England cannot be 
considered as by any means effectual^ even at the expira- 
tion of the fifteenth century. At this point, however, I 
close the present chapter. The last twenty years of the 
middle ages, according to the date which I have fixed 
for their termination in treating of political history, 
might well invite me by their bnllianoy to dwell upon 
that golden morning of Italian literature. But, in the 
history of letters, they rather appertain to the modem 
than Ihe middle period ; nor would it become me to tres- 
pass upon the exhausted patience of my readers by 
repeating what has been so often and so recently told, 
the story of art and learning, that has employed the com- 
prehensive research of a liraboschi, a Ginguene, and a 
Kosooe. 
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IsoTE 1. Page 288. 

A RAPID decline of learning began in tlie sixth century, 
of which Gregory of Tonrs is both a witness and an 
example. It is, tiierefore, properly one of the dark ages, 
more so by much than iiie elewenth, which concludes 
them ; since very few were left in the church who pos- 
sessed any acquaintance with classical authors, or who 
wrote with any command of the Latin language. Their 
studies, whenever they studied at all, were almost ex- 
clusively theological ; and this must be understood as to 
the subsequent centiiries. By theological is meant the 
Vulgate Scriptures and some of the Latin fathers ; not, 
however, by reasoning upon them, or doing much more 
than introducing them as authority in their own words. 
In the seventh century, and still more at the beginning 
of the eighth, veiy litlle ewen of this remained in France, 
where we find hardly a name deserving of remembrance 
in a literary sense ; but Isidore, and our own Bede, do 
honour to Spain and Britain. 

It may certainly be said for France and Germany, not- 
withstanding a partial interruption in the latter part of 
the ninth and beginning of the tenth centur>% that they 
were gradually progressive from the time of Charlemagne. 
But then this progress was so very slow, and the men in 
front of it so littie capable of bearing comparison with 
those of later times, considering their writings positively 
and without indulgence, that it is by no means unjust to 
call the centuries dark which elapsed between Charle- 
magne and the manifest revival of literary pursuits 
towards the end of the eleventh *"century. Alcuin, for 
example, ^as left us a good deal of poetry. This is su- 
perior ip what we find in some other writers of the 
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obscure period, and indicates botli a correct ear and a 
familiarity with the Latin poets, especially Ovid. Still 
his verses are not as good as those which schoolboys of 
fourteen now produce, either in poetical power or in 
accuracy of language and metre. The errors indeed are 
innumerable. Aldhelm, an earlier Anglo-Saxon poet, 
with more imaginative spirit, is further removed from 
classical poetry. Lupus, abbot of Ferrieres, early in the 
ninth century, in some of his epistles writes tolerable 
Latin, though this is far from being always the case ; he 
is smitten with a love of classical literature, quotes 
several poets and prose writers, and is almost as curious 
about little points of philologj^ as an Italian scholar of 
the fifteenth century. He was continually boirowing 
boohs in order to transcribe them — a proof, however, of 
their scarcity and of the low condition of general learn- 
ing, which is the chief point we have to regard.^ But his 
more celebrated correspondent, Eginhard, went beyond 
him. Both his Annals and the L3*e of Charlemagne are 
very well written, in a classical spirit, unlike the church 
Latin ; though a few words and phrases may not be of 
the best age, I should place Eginhard above Alouin and 
Lupus, or, as far as I know, any other of the Caroline 
period. 

The tenth century has in all times borne the worst 
name. Baronins calls it, in one page, plumbeum, cbscu- 
rum^ infelix (Annales, A.n. 900). And Cave, who dubs 
all ins centuries by some epithet, assigns ferreum to the 
tenth. Nevertheless, there was considerably less igno- 
rance in France and Germany during the latter part of 
this age than before the reign of Charlemagne, or even 
in it ; more glimmerings of acquaintance with the Latin 
classics appear ; and the schools, cathedral and conven- 
tual, had acquired a more regular and uninterrupted 
scheme of instruction. The degraded condition of papal 
Eome has led many to treat this century rather worse 
than it deserves ; and indeed Italy was sunk very low in 
ignorance. As to the eleventh century, the upward pro- 

* The writings of Lupus Servatus, thau Gregory of Tours, hut quite as 
abbot of Perriferes, were publidied by much inferior to Sidonius ApolUnaris. 
Baluze; and a good account ^of th«n I have -observed in Lupus quotations 
xvill be found in Ampere's Hist latt from Horace, Virgil, Martial, Cicero, 
(voL iii, p. 237), as well as in older Aulus Gellius, and Trogus Pompeitu 
works. He is a much better writer Cineaning prcbably JustiffT. 
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gress was extremely perceptible. It is commonly 
reckoned among the dark ages till near its close ; but 
these phrases are of course used comparatively, and 
because the difference between that and the twelfth was 
more sensible than we find in any two that are consecii- 
tive since tbe sixth. 

The state of literature in England was by no means 
parallel to what we find on the continent. Our best age 
was precisely the worst in France ; it was the age of the 
Heptarchy — ^that of Theodore, Bede, Aldhelm, Ceedmon, 
and. ALcuin ; to whom, if Ireland will permit us, we may- 
desire to add Scotus, who came a litAe afterwards, but 
whose residence in this island at any time appears an 
unauthenticated tale. But we know how iifred speaks 
of the ignorance of the clergy in his own age. ISTor was 
tbis much better afterwards. Even the eleventh century, 
especially before the Conquest, is a very blank period in 
the literary annals of England. No one can have a con- 
ception how wretchedly scanty is the list of literaiy 
names from Alfred to the Conquest, who does not look 
to Mr. Turner’s History of the Anglo-Saxons, or to Mr, 
Wright’s Biographia Literaria. 

There could be no general truth respecting the past, as 
it appeared to me, more notorious, or more incapable of 
being denied with any plausibility, than the characteristic 
ignorance of Europe during those centuries which -we 
commonly style the Bark Ages. A powerful stream, 
however, of what, as to the majority at least, I must call 
prejudice, has been directed of late years in an opposite 
direction. The mediaeval period, in manners, in arts, in 
literature, and especially in religion, has been regarded 
with unwonted partiality; and this favourable temper 
has been extended to those ages which had lain most 
frequently under the ban of historical and literary 
censure. 

A considerable impression has been made on the pre 
disposed by the Letters on the Bark Ages, which we owe 
to Br. Maitland. Nor is this by any means surprising; 
both because the predisposed are soon convinced, and 
because the Letters are written with great ability, accu- 
rate learning, a spirited and lively pen, and conse- 
quently with a success in skirmishing warfare which 
many read§.y mistake for the gain of a pitched battle. 
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Dr. Maitland is endowed witii another quality, far more 
rare in historical controYersy, especially of the ecclesi- 
astical kind : I believe him to be of scrupulous integrity, 
minutely exact in all that he asserts ; and indeed the 
wrath and asperity, which sometimes appear rather more 
than enough, are only called out by what he conceives 
to be wilfui or slovenly misrepresentation. Had I, 
ihei >fore, the leisure and means of following Dr. Mait- 
land through his quotations, I should probably abstain 
from doing so from the reliance I should place on his 
testimony, both in regard to his power of discemmg 
truth and his desire to express it. But I have no call 
for any examination, could I institute it ; since the result 
of my own reflections is that every thing which Dr. M. 
asserts as matter of flict — I do not say suggests in all his 
language— may be perfectly true, without affecting the 
great proposition that the dark ages, those from the sixth 
to the eleventh, were ages of ignorance. Nor does he, as 
far as I collect, attempt to deny this evident truth ; it is 
merely his object to prove that they were less ignorant, 
.ess d^*k, and in all points of view less worthy of con- 
demnation than many suppose. I do not gainsay this 
position ; being aware, as I have observed both in this 
and in another work, that the mere ignorance of these 
ages, striking as it is in comparison with earlier and 
later times, has been sometimes exaggerated ; and that 
Europeans, and especially Christians, could not fall back 
into the absolute barbarism of the Esquimaux. But what 
a man of profound and accurate learning puts forward 
with limitations, sometimes expressed, and always present 
to his own mind,^ a heady and shallow retailer takes up, 
and exaggerates in conformity with his own prejudiced 
The Letters on the Dark Ages relate principally to the 
theological attainments of the clergy during that period, 
which Hie author assumes, rather singularly, to extend 
from A.D. 800 to 1200 ; thus excluding midnight from 
his definition of darkness, and replacing it by the break 
of day. And in many respects, especially as to the 
knowledge of the vulgate Scriptures possessed by the 
better-informed clergy, he obtains no very difficult vic- 
tory over those who have imbibed extravagant notions, 
botii as to the ignoranbe of the Sacred Writings in those 
times and the desire to keep them away from 1^e people. 
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THE DAeSj. ages. 

This latter prejudice is obviously derived from a confu- 
sion of the subsequent period, the centuries preceding 
the Eeformation, with those which we have immediately 
before us. But as the word dark is commonly used, either 
in reference to the body of the laity or to the general 
extent of liberal studies in the church, and as it involves 
a comparison with prior or subsequent ages, it cannot be 
improper in such a sense, even if the manuscripts of the 
Bible should have been as common in monasteries as 
Dr. Maitland supposes ; and yet his proofs seem much 
too doubtful to sustain that hypothesis. 

There is a tendency to set aside the verdict of the most 
approved writers, which gives too much of a polemical 
character, too much of the tone of an advocate who fights 
every point, rather than of a calm arbitrator, to the 
Letters on the Dark Ages. For it is not Henry, or 
Jortin, or Eobertson, who are our usual testimonies, but 
their immediate masters, Muratori, and Fleury, and 
Tirabosohi, and Brucker and the Benedictine authors of 
the Literary History of France, and many others in 
France, Italy, and Germany. The latest who has gone 
over this rather barren ground, and not inferior to any 
in well-applied learning, in candour or good sense, is 
M. Ampere, in his Histoire Litteraire de la France avant 
le douzieme siecle (3 vols. Paris, 1840). Ho one will 
accuse this intelligent writer of unduly depreciating the 
ages which he thus brings before us ; and by the perusal 
of his volumes, to which Heeren and Eichhom may be 
added for Germany, we may obtain a clear and correct 
outline, which, considering &e shortness of life compared 
with the importance of exact knowledge on such a sub- 
ject, will suffice for the great majority of readers. I by 
no means, however, would exclude the Letter^ on the 
Dark Ages, as a spirited pleading for those who have 
often been condemned unheard. 

I shall conclude by remarking that one is a little 
tempted to inquire why so much anxiety is felt by the 
advocates of the mediaeval church to rescue her from the 
charge of ignorance. For this ignorance she was not, 
generally speaking, to be blamed. It was no crime of 
the clergy that the Huns buined^their churches, or the 
Normans pillaged their monasteries. It was not by their 
means tluj^ the Saracens shut up the supply of papyrus, 
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and tliat sheep-skiiis bote a great price. Europe was 
altogether decayed in intellectual character, partly in 
consequence of the barbarian incursions, partly of other 
sinister influences acting long before. We certainly owe 
to the church every spark of learning which then glim- 
mered, and which she preserved through that darkness 
to re-kindle the light of a happier age — TTVpOC 
Meantime, what better apology than this 
ignorance can be made by Protestante, and I presume 
Dr, Maitland is not among those who abjure the name, 
for the corruption, the superstition, the tendency to 
usurpation, which they at least must impute to the church 
of the dark ages? Not that in these respects it was 
worse than in a less obscure period ; for the reverse is 
true ; but the fabric of popery was raised upon its foun- 
dations before the eleventh century, though not displayed 
in its full proportions till afterwards. And there was so 
much of lying legend, so much of fraud in the acquisition 
of property, Siat ecclesiastical historians have not been 
loth to acknowledge the general ignorance as a sort of 
excuse. [1848.] 


Note II. Page 350. 

The account of domestic architecture given in the text 
is very superficial ; but the subject still remains, compara- 
tively with other portions of mediaeval antiquity, but 
imperfectly treated. The best sketch that has hitherto 
been given is in an article with this title in the Glossary 
of Ancient Architecture (which should be read in an 
edition not earlier than that of 1845), from the pen of 
Mr. Twopeny, whose attention has long been directed to 
the subject. “ There is ample evidence yet remaining 
of the domestic architecture in this country during the 
twelfth century. The ordinary manor-houses, and even 
houses of greater consideration, appear to have been 
generally built in the form of a parallelogram, two stories 
high,^ the lower story vaulted, with no internal commu- 

i> This is rather equivocal, hut it is Mayors and Sheriflfe,'* published in the 
certainly not meant that there <Were ever Archaological Jonmal (voh iv. p. 2t3), 
frro.^?oors above that on the ground. In we read— “The houses in London, of 
the review of ihe “ChronidM of the wlntever material, seej^^ never to have 
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nication between tbe two, the upper story approached by 
a flight of steps on the outside ; and in that story was 
sometimes the only fireplace in the whole building. It 
is more than probable that this was the usual style of 
houses in the preceding century.” Instances of houses 
partly remaining are then given. We may add to those 
mentioned by Im:. Twopeny one, perhaps older than any, 
and better preserved than some, in his list. At South- 
ampton is a Norman house, perhaps built in the first 
part of the twelfth century. It is nearly a square, the 
outer walls tolerably perfect ; the principal rooms appear 
to have been on the &:st (or upper) floor ; it has in this 
also a fireplace and chimney, and four windows placed 
so as to indicate a division into two apartments; but 
there are no lights below, nor any appearance of an in- 
terior staircase. The sides are about forty feet in length. 
Another house of the same age is near to it, but much 
worse preserved.® 

The parallelogram house, seldom containing more 
than four rooms, with no access frequently to the upper 
which the famil y occupied, except on the outside, was 
gradually replaced by one on a different type: — ^the 
entrance was on the ground, the staircase within ; a 
kitchen and other offices, originally detached, were 
usually connected with the hall by a passage running 

exceeded one story in hei^t.” (p. 282.) Ings of the Archaologicsd Institute, by 
But, soon afterwards — ” The ground Mr. Hudson Turner, Nov. 1847. This is 
door of the London houses at this x>eriod chiefly founded on documents, as that of 
was aptly enough called a cellar, the Mr. Twopeny is on existing re m a in s, 
upper story a solar.” It thus app^us These give more light where they can be 
that the reviewer does not mean the same found; but the number is very smaU- 
as Mr. Twopeny by the word Upon the whole, it may be here ob- 
stary, which the former confines to the served, that we are frequently misled by 
floor above that on the ground, while the works of fiction as to the domestic con- 
latter includes both. The use of Ian- dition of our forefathers. The ho^e of 
guB^e, as we know, supports, in some Cedric the Saxon in Ivanhoe, with its 
measure, either meaning; but perhaps it distinct and numerous apartments, is 
is more correct, and more common, to very unlike any that remain or can be 
cjjl the first story that which is reached traced. This is by no means to be cen- 
by a staircase from the ground-floor. The sured in the romancer, whose aim is to 
solar, or sleeping-room, raised above the delict by images more splendid than 
cellar, was often of wood. truth ; but, especially when presented by 

® See a full description in the Archse- one who possessed in some respects a 
d,oglcal Joupial, voL iv. p. ll. Those considerable knowledge of antiquity, 
who visit Southampton may seek this and was rather fond of displaying it 
house near a gate in the west walL We there is ^me danger lest the reader 
may add to the contribution of Mr. should believe that he has a faithful pi^ 
Twopeny ice piAli^ed in the Proceed- bare before him. 
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throngli tlie house ; on© or more apartments on the lower 
floor extended beyond the hall; there was seldom or 
never a third floor over the entire house, but detached 
turrets for sleepii]^-rooms rose at some of the angles. 
This was the typical form which lasted, as we know, to 
the age of Elizabeth, or even later. The superior houses 
of th^ class were sometimes quadrangular, that is, 
including a court-yard, but seldom, perhaps, with more 
than one side allotted to the main dwelling ; offices, 
stables, or mere walls filled the other three. 

Many dwellings erected in the fourteenth century 
may be found in England ; but neither of that nor the 
next age are there more than a very few, which are 
still, in their chief rooms, inhabited by gentry. But 
houses, which by their marks of decoration, or by 
external proof, are ascertained to have been formerly 
occupied by good families, though now in the occupation 
of small farmers, and built apparently from the reign of 
the second to that of the fourth Edward, are common 
in many counties. They generally bear the name of 
court, hall, or grange; sometimes only the surname 
of some ancient occupant, and very frequently have 
been the residence of the lord of the manor. 

The most striking circumstance in the oldest house** 
is not so much their precautions for defence in the out. 
side staircase, and when that was disused, the better 
safeguard against robbery in the moat which frequently 
environed the walls, the strong gateway, the small 
window broken by muUions, which are no more than 
we should expect in the times, as the paucity of apart- 
ments, so that both sexes, and that even in high rank, 
must have occupied the same room. The progress of 
a regard to decency in domestic architecture has been 
gradual, and in some respects has been increasing up tc 
our own age. But the mediaeval period shows Httle of 
it ; though in the advance of wealth, a greater division 
of apartments distinguishes the houses of the fourteenth 
and fifteenth centuries from those of an earlier period. 

The French houses of the twelfth and thirteenth 
centuries were probably much of the same arrangement 
as the English ; the middle and lower classes had but 
one hall and one chamber ; those superior to them had 
the solarium or upper floor, as with us. See ^JT^ihseolo' 

VOL. m. 2 i 
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PETRARCH’S LAURA. 

gical Journal (vol. i.p. 212), where proofs are adduced 
from the fahlianx of Barhasan. [1848.] 


Note III. Page 461. 

The Abbe de Sade, in those copious memoirs of the 
life of Petrarch, which illustrate in an agreeable though 
rather prolix manner the civil and literary history of 
Provence and Italy in the fourteenth century, endea- 
voured to establish his own descent from Laura, as the 
wife of Hughes de Sade, and bom in the family de 
Noves. This hypothesis has since been received with 
general acquiescence by literary men ; and Tiraboschi 
in particular, whose talent lay in these petty biographical 
researches, and who had a prejudice against every thing 
that came from France, seems to consider it as decisively 
proved. But it has been called in question in a modem 
publication by the late Lord Woodhouselee. (Essay on 
the Life and Character of Petrarch, 1810.) I shall 
not offer any opinion as to the identity of Petrarch’s 
mistress with Laura de Sade ; but the main position of 
Lord W.’s essay, that Laura was an unmarried woman, 
and the object of an honourable attachment in her lover, 
seems irreconcileable with the evidence that his writings 
supply. 1. There is no passage in Petrarch, whether of 
poetry or prose, that alludes to the virgin character of 
Laura, or gives her the usual appellations of unmarried 
women, puella in Latm, or donzella in Italian ; even in 
the Trionfo della Castita, where so obvious an opportu- 
nity occurred. Yet this was naturally to be expected 
from so ethereal an imagination as that of Petrarch, 
always inclined to invest her with the halo of celestial 
purity. We know how Milton took hold of the mystical 
notions of virginity; notions more congenial to the 
religion of Petrarch ihan his own ; 

Quod tibi perpetans pudur, et sine labe jnventas 
Pnia foit, qnod nnUa tori libata volnptas, 

En etiam tibi vii^ei servantnr bonores. 

Epitapbium DamontB. 

2. The coldness of Laura towai^ so passionate and 
deserving^a lover, if no insurmountable obstacle Inter- 
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vened during Ids twenty years of devotion, would be at 
least a mark that his atk.chment was misplaced, and 
show him in rather a ridiculous li^t. It is not sur- 
prising, that persons believing Lanra to be unmarried, 
as seems to have been the case with the Italian com- 
mentators, should have thought his passion affected, and 
little more than poetical. But upon the contrary sup- 
position, a thread runs through the whole of his poetry, 
and gives it consistency. A love on the one side, 
instantaneously conceived, and retained by the suscep- 
tibility of a tender heart and ardent fancy ; nourished 
by slight encouragement, and seldom presuming to hope 
for more ; a mixture of prudence and coquetry on the 
other, kept within bounds either by virtue or by the 
want of mutual attachment, yet not dissatisfied with 
fame more brilliant and flattery more refined than had 
ever before been the lot of woman — these are surely 
pretty natural circumstances, and such as do not render 
the story less intelligible. Unquestionably such a pas- 
sion is not ionocent. But Lord Woodhouselee, who is 
so much scandalized at it, knew little, one would think, 
of the fourteenth century. His standard is taken not 
from Avignon, but from Edinburgh, a much better place, 
no doubt, and where the moral barometer stands at a 
very different altitude. In one passage (p. 188) he 
carries his strictness to an excess of prudery. From all 
we know of the age of Petrarch, the only matter of 
astonishment is the persevering virtue of Laura. The 
troubadours boast of much better success with Proven- 
^ ladies. 3. But the following passage from Petrarch’s 
dialogues with St. Augustin, the work, as is well known, 
where he most unbosoms himself, will leave no doubt, I 
think, that his passion could not have been gratified 
consistently witii honour. At mulier ista Celebris, 
quam tibi certissimam ducem fingis, ad superos cur non 
haesitantem trepidumque direxerit, et quod caeois fieri 
solet, manu apprehensum non tenuit, qu6 et gradiendum 
foret admonuit ? Petr. Fecit hoc ilia quantum potuit. 
Quid enim ^ud egit, cum nulHs mota precibus, nuUis 
victa blanditiis, muliebrem tenuit decorem, et adversus 
suam semel et meaq^ aetatem, adversus multa et varia 
quae flectere adamantium spiritum debuissent, inexpug- 
nabilis et firma permansit? Profectd animus»iste foemi' 

2 I 
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nens quid virum dectdt admonebat, prsastabatque ne in 
Bectando pndicitiae studio, nt verbis utar Senecee, aut 
exemplum aut convitium deesset ; postrem6 cum lorifra- 
gum ac prasoipitem videret, deserere maluit potius quam 
sequi. August. Turpe igitor aliquidinterdum voluisti, 
quod supra negaveras. At iste vulgatus amantium, vel, 
ut dicam verius, amantium furor est, ut omnibus merito 
dici possit : volo nolo, nolo volo. Vobis ipsis quid ve- 
litis, aut nolitis, ignotum est. Pet. Invitus in laqueum 
offendi. Si quid tamen olim alitor forte voluissem, amor 
astasque coegerunt; nunc quid velim et cupiam scio, 
firmavique jam tandem animum labentem ; contra autem 
ilia propositi tenax et semper una permansit, quare 
constantiam foemineam quo magis intelligo, magis ad- 
mirer: idque sibi consilium fiiisse, si unquam debuit, 
gaudeo nunc et gratias ago. Aug. Semel fallenti, 
non facile rursus fides babenda est: tu prius mores 
atque babitum, vitamque mutavisti, quam animum 
mutsLSse persuadeas ; mitigatur forte si tuus leniturque 
ignis, extinctas non est. Tu verb qui tantum dileotioni 
tnbuis, non animadvertis, iUam absolvendo, quantum 
te ipse condemnas ; illam fateri libet fuisse sanctissimam 
dum te insanum scelestumque fe.teare. — De Contemptu 
Mundi, Dialog. 3, p. 367, edit. 1581. 


Note IV. Page 456. 

Tbe progress of our language in proceedings of tbe 
legislature is so well described in tbe preface to tbe 
autbentio edition of Statutes of tbe Realm, pubHsbed by 
tbe Record Commission, tbat I shall transcribe tbe 
passage, wbicb I copy from Mr. Cooper’s useful account 
of tbe Public Records (vol. i. p. 189) : — 

Tbe earliest instance recorded of tbe use of tbe Eng- 
lish language in any parliamentary proceeding is in 36 
Edw. III. The style of tbe roll of tbat year is in French 
as usual, but it is expressly stated tbat tbe causes of 
summoning tbe parliament were declared en Enghis ; and 
tbe like circumstance is noted in 37 and 38 Edw. HI.** 
In tbe 6tb year of Richard 11., the chancellor is state.1 

d Eeferenc^ |i{^veu to the Rolls of Parliament throughoat this extract. 
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to have made un how collaaiori en Engleys (introductoiy, an 
was then sometimes the usage, to the commencement of 
business), though he made use of the common French 
form for opening the parliament. A petition from the 
‘ Folk of lie Mercerye of London,’ in the 10th year of 
the same reign, is in English ; and it appears also that 
in the 17th year the Earl of Arundel asked pardon of the 
Duke of Lancaster by the award of the King and Lords, 
in their presence in parliament, in a form of English 
words. The cession and renunciation of the crown by 
Eichard II. is stated to have been read before the estates 
of the realm and the people in Westminster Hall, first in 
Latin and afterwards in Eaglish, but it is entered on 
the parliament roll only in Latin. And the challenge 
of the crown by Henry IV., with his thanks after the 
allowance of his title, in the same assembly, are recorded 
in English, which is termed his maternal tongue. So 
also is the speech of Lord William Thyming, the Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas, to the late King Eichard, 
announcing to him the sentence of his deposition, and 
the yielding up, on the part of the people, of their 
fealty and allegiance. In the 6th year of the reign of 
Heniy lY. an English answer is given to a petition of 
the Commons, touching a proposed resumption of cer- 
tain grants of the crown to the intent the king might 
live of his own. The English language afterwards 
appears occasionally, through the reigns of Henry TV. 
and Henry V. In the first and second and subsequent 
years of Henry VI., the petitions or bills, and in many 
cases the answers also, on which the statutes were 
afterwards framed, are found frequently in English; 
but the statutes are entered on the roll in French or 
Latin. From the 23rd year of Henry VI. these peti-^ 
tionsor bills are almost xmiversally in ETtgliabj as is 
also sometimes the form of the royal assent; but the 
statutes continued to be enrolled in French or Latin, 
Sometimes Latin and French are used in the same 
statute,® as in 8 Hen. VT., 27 Hen. VI., and 39 Hen. VL 
The last statute wholly in Latin on record is 33 Hen. 
VI. c. 2. The statutes of Edward IV. are entii*ely in 
French. The statutes of Eichard in. are in many 

* All the acts passed in the same ferenoe of language in 8&<)aTat. 
session are legally one stamte) the dif- chantero or acta 
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maiiTiscripts in Frenob. in a complete statute form ; and 
they were so printed in his reign and that of his 
successor. In the earlier English editions a translation 
was inserted in the same form ; but in several editions, 
since 1618 , they have been printed in English, in a dif- 
ferent form, agreeing, so far as relates to the acts 
printed, with the inrolment in Chancery at the Chapel 
of the Eolls. The petitions and bills in parliament, 
during these two reigns, are all in English. The 
statutes of Henry VIl. have always, it is beHeved, been 
published in English ; but there are manuscripts con- 
taining the statutes of the first two parliaments, in his 
first and third year, in French. From the fom^ yeai 
to the end of his reign, and from thence to ihe present 
timo, they are universally in English.” 
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ABBASSIDES. | 

ABBiS8iDES» encoaia^ement of science 
and art by the, ii. 121— progress of 
their dynasty, 122 — ^its decadence, 123. 

Abdalrahinan proclaimed khalif of Cor- 
dovi, ii 122. 

Abelaid (Peter), enthnsiasm excited by 
the teachings of, iii. 420— his erratic 
career, 421. 

Acre, oonseqaences to commerce b;^ the 
capture of, iii. 329— vices of its inha- 
bitants, xb. 

Adomi and Fregosi factions, disruption 
Df Genoa by the, i. 496. 

Adolphus of Nassau elected emperoi of 
' Germany, ii- 82. 

Adrian n. (pope), attempts to overawe 
Clharles the ^d, ii. 173. 

Adrian JY. (^e only Englidi pope), in- 
wlence of, towards Exederic Barba- 
lossa, ii. 195— his system of mandats, 
! 12 . 

Adventurers (military). See Military 
gystems. 

iEreas Sylvius (afterwards Pius IL), 
instance of the political foresight of, i. 
604— he abets the war againsc &e 
lurks, ii. ISY— specimen of his ora- 
tory, I38,?wte— his singular suggestion 
to Mahomet n., ib. wote— he plays 
into the hands of the pope, 263— he 
obtains the repeal of me Pragmatic 
Action, 266— his sketch of Vienna, 
ii. 346, «ofe 

Agiculture, cause of the low state o^ 
ia. 312, 359, and note “—superior cul- 
tivation of church lands, 360— exan- 
plaiy hibours of the Benedictines, ib. 
note “— s^cultural colonies, 361 and 
rotes P and *1— early enclosures and 
dearances, 362— exportation of com, 
how limited, 364— usual prices of land, 
db.— high state of Italian agriculture, 
db.— effects of pestilence, 365— ex- 
cellence of the Italian gardens, ib.— 
neglect of horticulture in England, 
366. 

AIeiri(^ tolerance of, towards his catholic 
subjects, i. 3, note t — defeated by 
Clovis, 4— laws compiled by his order, 
Iii. 414. m 

Albert I. of Germany, li. 82— bis rule 
in Switzerland, 108— his expulsion and 


AI*FONSO X. 

assassination, 109— the Pr^ch aowB 
offered to hiru, 231. 

Albert II. succeeds Sigismund as emperc<r 
of Germany, iL 88. 

Albigensian heresy, spread of the, i 28 
—massacre of the Albigeois, ib., 29 
notes. See Religious Sects. 

Albizi, ascendency in Florence regained 
by the, i. 496 — Cosmo de' Medid 
b^ished at their instigation, 499 — 
their overthrow, ib.— exclusion of their 
family from the magistracy, 499. 

Alenin teaches Charlemagne, iiL 419 — 
he discourages secular leamiz^, 420 
—character of his poetry, 474. 

Alexander IL (popm, election of; iL 184 
—he deposes the English prelates, 305, 
note K 

Alexander KL (pope), supports Thomas 
k Becket, ii. 195 — adopts the system of 
mandats, 212. 

Alexander V. elected pope, ii. 243— hia 
successor, ib. 

Alexander IIL king of Scotland, oppo' 
sition to papal domination by, ii. 217. 

Alexius Comnenus attacks the Turks, 
ii. 128— he recovers the Greek terri- 
tories, ib. and note. 

Alfonso L of Aragon bequeaths his king- 
dom to the Knights Templars, iL 8. 

Alfonso ILL of Aragon compelled to 
apologtee to his people, iL 45. 

Alfonso V. of Aragon (the Magnanimous), 
i. 490 — adopted by Joanna IL ot 
Naples, ib.— she revokes the adoption, 
491— his accession, ib.— his imprison- 
ment by the Genoese, 492— his allfauce 
with Milan, ib., 493— his virtues and 
patronage of the arts, 493— his literary 
medicine, 494 note — ^hls love of Na- 
ples, iL 42. 

Alfonso y. and VI. of Castile, towns in- 
corporated by, iL 6. 

Alfonso Vn. of Castile, unwise division 
of his dominions by, IL 9. 

Alfonso X. of Castile, scientific acquire- 
ments and governmental deficiencies 
of, ii. 12— law promulgated by him, 
37— his election as emperor of Ger- 
ii^y> 76— tithes established in his 
reign, 146, note “—clerical encroach- 
ments favonred by him, 220, note’ 
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—he exempts the deigy from civil 
jmisdictioii, 226. 

Alfonso XL of Castile assassinates his 
oonsiii, ii. 14— his disregard of law, 36. 

Alii^ the Great, rescue of the Anglo- 
Saxon monarchy by, ii. 2^1— his al- 
l^d division of the kit^om into 
counties, &c. 280— ascription of trial 
by jury to him, 285— to high claim 
to veneration, 289 — extent of his ac- 
quaintance with Latin, iii 286— to 
declaration of the ignorance of the 
dergg-, 288— his zeal for learning, ib. 

Aliens held liable for each other’s debts, 
iii. 336. 

Almamun and Almansor, khalifs of Bag- 
dad, patronage of letters by, iL 121. 

Alodial tenure, characteristics of, i. 14Y, 
148 and notes — converted into feudal 
tenure, 163— except in certain locali- 
ties, 164 and note— causes of the con- 
version, 317, 318— alodial proprietors 
evidently freemen, 324. 

Alvaro de Luna. See Luna. 

Amadeus (duke of Savoy), dected pope, 
iL248. 

Amalfi, early commercial eminence o^ 
iii. 328 and «ofe— its decline, i6.— 
allied invention of the mariner’s com- 
pass there, 332 and note— discovery of 
the Pandects, 415. 

Amurath L, progresses of the Turkidi 
arms under, ii. 132. 

Amurath II., rout of the Hungarians 
by* ii* 105— reunion of the Ottoman 
monarchy under him, 135— he per- 
fects the institution of the Janisaiies, 
137. 

Anastaslus confers the dignify of consnl- 
riiip on Clovis, i 107— duddatoiy ob- 
servations thereon, 107-111. 

Andalusia, conquest of, by Ferdinand IlL, 
iL9. 

Andrew of Hxmgaty married to Joanna 
of Naples, L 486— to murder imputed 
to Joanna, ib. 

Anglo-Normans. See Endmid. 

Anglo-Saxons, divisions ofEngjland under 
the, ii 270 — their Danish assailants, 
271— Alfred and to successors, 272, 
273 — descent of the crown, 273— in- 
fluence of provincial governors, 274 
— ^thanes and ceorls, 275— condition of 
the ceorls, ib.— privileges annexed to 
their possession of land, 276— position 
of the soc^ tenants, 277— condition 
of the British natives, ib.— absence of 
British roots in the En glish language, 
278 and note S— constitution of the 
Wltenagemot, 279, 374-379— adminis- 
tration of justice, and divisions of the 
land for the purpose, 280— hundreds 
and their probable origin, 280, 281, 
379-381— the fything-man and aider- 
man, 282, and ^$(83 the county 
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court and its jurisdiction, 282— contain 
poraiy report of a suit adjudicated in 
the reign of Canute, 283, 284 and note 7 
—trial by jury and its antecedente, 
285-288— introduction of the law of 
frankpledge, 289, 290 — turbulence of 
the Anglo-l^ons, 290— progress of ihe 

S I of frankpledges, 291— respon- 
es and uses of the 1ythin^,292, 
293, and notes — ^probable existence of 
feudal tenures before the Conquest, 
293-301, 408-410— observations ox the 
change of the heptarchy into » mo- 
narchy, 352-356 — consolidation ♦f the 
monarchy, 356-358— condition of the 
eorls and ceorls further eiuddated, 
358-371— proportion of British oatives 
under the Anglo-Saxon rule, 571-374 
—judicial functions of the Anglo-Saxon 
kings, 381— analogy between the 
French and Anglo-Saxon monarchies, 
383— peculiar jurisdiction of the king’s 
court, 384-336. 

Anjou (Louis, duke oD, seizure of 
Charles V.’s treasures by, L 65, 66 — 
his claim as reg^t, 68 and note— to 
attempt on the crown of Naples, md 
death, 69. See Charles of Ai^ou. 
Anselm (tohbisbop), cause of his qmr- 
rel with 'William il. and Henry X ii* 
194— Descartes’s argument on the 
Deity anticipated by mm, iii 428. 
Appanages, effect of the system oi 1 88. 
Aquinas (Tbomas), metaphysical emi- 
nence oi iii ^7— comparative cteo- 
leteness of his writing^ 428 note i 
Aquitaine, extent of the dominkuu so 
called, i 116— character of its people^ 
116, 117— effect of the wars of the 
Merovingian kings, 282. 

Arabia and the Aral^ See Mohammed. 
Aragon, bequest of to the Templaas by 
Alfonso L, and reversal thereof, il 8— 
rise of the kingdom in political im- 
portance, 39— struggle for the sutces- 
Sion to its crown, 39-41— point* of 
interest in its form of government, 43 
—privileges of its nobles and pesple, 
43, 44— its natural defects and political 
advantages, 45 — statistics of its werith, 
population, Ac., ib. note '—grant ol the 
“ privily of union,” 46 — supersession 
thereof, 48— the ofiflee of justidary, tb. 
— instances of that officer’s inte^ty 
and courage, 49, and of the submission 
of kings to to decrees, 53, 54— dura- 
tion and responsibilities of the office, 
54— the Cortes of Aragon, 56— scdal 
condition of the kingdom, 58— its uaion 
with Castile, t*b.— its btu^esses, ilL 331, 
note\ 

Archers (Engli^, invincibility of the, 
at Ore<^ and Poitiers, i. 54. See 50^ 
litaiy Systems. 

Architecture, as illustrative of demeirtifa 
progress- ill. 346— early castleg in Bbg 
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land, lb, — improvements thereon 347 
~-early houses, 34»— revival of tne nae 
of bricks, 349--iirrangement of ordi- 
nary mansion-houses, 350 — dwellings 
in li^ce and Italy, 350, 351 — intro- 
duction of chinmeys and glass windows, 
351-353 and notes— house fdmiture and 
domestic conveniences, 353, 354, and 
notes— farmhouses and cott^es, 355 — 
ecclesiastical architecture, its grandeur 
and varieties, 355-359 and notes — do- 
mestic architecture of the 12th and 
14th centuries, 479-482, 

irian sovereigns, tolerance of the, i. 3, 
and note f. 

Aribert declared king of Aquitaine, i 115. 

Aristocracy. See Nobility. 

Aristotle, writings of, how first known in 
Europe, iii. 426 and note f— ignorance 
of his translators, 429 and note k— cha- 
racter of the Aiistotelian philosophy, 
430 — ^its influence on religion, i6. notes. 

Annagnac (count olQ opposes the duke 
of Burgundy, L 71— massacre of him- 
self and partizans, 72— assassination of 
a later count of Annagnac, 89. 

Annagnacs, rise of the faction of the, i. 
7l — tactics of the dauphin towards 
them, 72 — ^their les^e with Henry 
IV. of England, 74— their defeat by 
the Swiss, ii. 112. 

Armorial bearings, general introduction 
of, L 190— instances of their earliest 
use, 191 note. 

Armorican republic, questionable exist- 
ence of the, i. 2— hypothesis of Dubos 
relative thereto, ib. note — ^further elu- 
cidation thereof; 103— supposed extent 
of its territories, 103, 104. 

Armour. See Military ^tems. 

A rtois. See Bobert of Artois. 

Arundel (bi^op and archbishop), re- 
monstrates with Bichard IL, iii. 67 — 
deprived of, and reinvested with, the 
great seal, 73 — ^his subsequent depriva- 
tion and banishment, 77. 

Amndd (earl o^ temp. Bichard IL), 
fiwonred by the parliament, iii. 65 — 
his conduct as a lord appellant 72 — 
his breach with the duke of Lancaster, 
74— refuses to aid in legitimatiag Lan- 
casteris children, 75— his decapitation, 

Asohaffenbui^, concordats of, ii. 253. 

Athens (dnke oi). See Brienne. 

Augnstin (St), specimen of the verses 
of, iiL 382 note 

Aulic eotmcO, powers and jniisdiction of 
the, ii 99. 

Au^idns (bishop of Tool), character of 
the poebry o^ iii ^2— spec^en 
thereof, ib. note. 

Anstrasia, characteristics of the people 
of, i. 118. 

Aiudliaiy verb active, probable canse of 
the, iii 380. 


BENEFICES. 

Averroec, error relative to, iii 422, note • 
— ^his eminence as a pbilosopber, 42t3 
note, t — tendency of his commentaries, 
430. 

Avignon, removal of the papal court to, 
ii 233— rapacity of its popes, 2.37, 238 
— its abandonment by the popes, 340. 

Azincourt (battle o^, i 74 and note. 

Bacon (Bowr), a true philosopher, iii. 
429 note t — ^his acquaintance with ma- 
thematics, 432— parallel between him 
and Lord Bacon, ib. note •—his know- 
ledge of Greek, 464. 

Bagdad, celebrity of the early khalifi ot 

ii 121 — character of its later 

122— frequency of their assassination. 

123— defection of its provinces, 124, 

B^azet, military successes of, ii 132 — 

defeated and captured by the Tartars, 

Baltic trade. See Trade. 

Banks and bankers of Italy, iii 340, 341. 

Barbiano (Alberic di), military 
of, i 474— his pupils, 481 

Barcelona, feudal submission to Prance 
of the counts of, i. lo, note— its early 
commercial eminence, hi. 331— its code 
of maritime laws, 333 and note; and 
of marine insurance, 339 note®— its 
hank of deposit, 340. 

Bardas, revival of Greek Uteiature by, 

iii 468 note \ ^ 

Baxdi, Florentine bankers, Englidi cus- 
toms farmed by the, iii. 340 note d. 

Barons (in France), occasional assem- 
bU^es of the, i 219— consequences ol 
their non-attendance at the royal 
council, 222 — th^r become subject to 
the monarch, 223— their privileges cur- 
tailed by Philip IV., 226. See Nobility. 

Barristers* fees hi the 16th century, iii. 
371. 

Basle, council of. See Council. 

Beaumanoir, definition of the three con- 
ditions of men by, i. 197, 200. 

B^ord (duke of), regent for Henry VL, 
i 76— his character, 77 — his successes 
in France, tb.— overthrow of his forces 
by Joan of Arc, 79. 

Belgrsde, siege and relief of, ii. 106. 

Benedict XL reconciles Philip the Fair to 
the holy see, li. 232— he inscinds the 
bnlls of Bonify VTTT., 233. 

Benedict XIL, pnrport of his letter to 
HL, L 51, note— his rapacity, 

B«aedict XTTT, elected pope by the 
Avignon cardinals, ii. 242— deposed 
by the council of Pisa, 243— Spain sup- 
ports him, ib. 

B^edictines, exemplary agricultural la- 
bours of the, iiL 360 note \ 

Benefices, grants of land so called, L 159 
—conditions annexed to them, ib.— 
their extent, 160 andTViote— their chg 
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BEKEYOLENCES. 

racter under Charlemagne and Lonis 
the Debonair, 313 — views of various 
writers concerning their nature, 313-315 
— character of hereditary benefices, 320 
— their r^nerative effects upon the 
French people, ib. 

Benevolences, by whom first levied in 
England, iiL 200. 

Berenger I. and Ji. See Italy. 

Bermudo III. (king of Leon), killed in 
battle, ii. 4. 

Bernard (grandson of Charlemagne), de- 
prived of sight by judicial sentence, i. 14. 

Berry (duke of), appointed guardian of 
Charles VL, i. 65 — ^his character, 69. 

Bianchi. See Superstitions. 

Blanch! and Neri, factions of, i. 402, iiL 
44S. 

Bigod (Koger, earl of Norfolk), patriotism 
of, iii. 2. 

Bills. See Parliament 

Birth, privileges of. See Nobility. 

Bishops. See Church, Cleigy. 

Blanchard (Alain), ucjustifiable execu- 
tion of. i. 84. 

Blanche of Castile, acts as regent during 
the minority of Louis IX., i. 30— quells 
the rebellion of the barons, i&.— in- 
stance of her undue influence over 
Louis, 32. 

Boccaccio, occadon of theDecamerone o^ 
i. 57— appointed to lecture on Dante, 
iii. 448. 

Boccanegra (Simon), first doge of -Genoa, 
story of the election o^ L 451. 

Bocland, nature of, iL 294 ^8* 

Bohemia, nature of its connection with 
Germany, iL 100— its polity, 101— 
the Huaate controversy and its results, 
102, 103. 

Bohun (Humphrey, earl of Hereford), 
patriotism of, iiL 2. 

Bt)Ungbroke (earl of Derby and duke 
of Hereford), made lord appellant, 
liL 72— -he ddes with the king, 7'4 — 
his quarrel with the duke of Norfolk, 
79— advantage taken of it by Eichard 
IL, 80 and note *— his accession to the 
throne, 81. See Heniy IV. 

Bolognese law-schools, iiL 415. 

Bonifece (St). See Wlnfnd. 

Boniface v IIL suspected of fraud towards 
Oelestine V., ii. 228 — ^Ms extravasmt 
pretensions, ib. and noje— disregard of 
his bulls by Edward L, 229— Ss dis- 
putes with Philip the Fair, 230-232— 
success of Philip's stratagem against 
him, 232 — ^his death, ib. — rescindment ; 
of his bulls, 233 — Ockham's dialogue 
against him, 236 note “-rejection of 
his supremacy by the English barons, 
239. 

BonlfiEice IX., elected pope, iL 242— his 
traffic in benefices, 245, 246— bis ra- 
pacity in England checked, 260, 251. 

Books and boouellert. See Letumlng. 
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Boroughs. See Municipal Institutions^ 
Parliament, Towns. 

Braccio di Montone, rivalry witi 
Sforza, L 481. 

Brienne falter de, duke of Athens), 
invested with extreme pow'ers in 
Florence, L 427 — ^his t3rranny and ex- 
cesses, 428— his overthrow, 429. 
Biitany, origin of the people of, L 98 
and note — grant of the duchy to 
Montfort, 99 — ^its annexation to the 
crown, 100— alleged existence of a 
klngofBritany, 103— right of its dukes 
to coin money, 206. 

Brunehaut, queen of Austrasia, L 5— 
her character and conduct, note 6 — ^her 
mayor, Protadius, 114 — her scheme of 
government, 1 17— she falls into the 
hands of Clotaire II., and is sentenced 
to death, 119— cause of her overthrow, 
note 157, 293, 309— pope Gregory L’s 
adulation towards her, iL 162, note 9, 
Buchan (earl oQ, made constable of 
France, L 78. 

Burdett (Thomas), cause of the execution 
of, iiL 199, and note 
Burgesses. See Parliament 
Burgesses of the palisades, origin of the, 
ii. 92. 

Burgundians, Boman provinces occupied 
by the, L 1 — their tolerance, 3, note t— 
their mode of dividing conquerM pro- 
vinces, 146— elucidatory observations 
thereon, 275-278. 

Burgnndy (JSudes, duke oQ, undertakes 
the prot^stlon of his niece Jane, L 45 
—he betrays her cause, 46. 

Burgundy (toe of), named guardian of 
Charles VL, i. 65— loses his ascen- 
dency over the king, 69— regains it 
i6.— his death, 70. 

Burgundy (John^ duke of, " Sans-peur "), 
assassinates the duke of Orleans, i. 70 
—his supposed provocation, ib. note—- 
obtains pardon for the crime, 71 — con- 
sequence of his reconciliation with the 
court 71, 72— is assassinated, 73 and 
note—tas defeat at Nicopolis, iL 133, 
note. 

Burgundy (Philip, duke o^, allies him- 
self with Henry V., L 76-rhis Frendi 
predilections, 82— and treaty with 
Charles VII., ib., 90 note 91 7U>te •— 
splendour of his court 91— Jealousy of 
ms subjects concerning taxation, 93 
note *. 

Burgundy (Charles, duke of), character 
and ambitious designs of, i. 91, and 
note 92— his contumacious subjects, 92 
—his rash enterprises and feilures, 93 
— is defeated and killed, 94 — adYcn- 
tures of his diamond, ib. note. 

Burgundy (Mary, duchess of), defends 
her rights against Louis XL, L 94, 
and noUs 95 — ^mames Mairimniftn ol 
Austria; her death, 96, 
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CABALLEROS. 

Oaballetos of Spain, privileges ei]joyed 
by the, iL 8. 

Odais, al^ect condition of the citizens of, 
L 68, note k— terms of instruments 
signed there, 60. 

Calisiins, tenets of the, it 103. 

Calixtos n. (pope), compromise effected 
by, it 188— he abolishes feudal services 
by bishops, 189. 

Calverley ^r Hi^), characteristic anec- 
dote of; L 65. 

Cambrid^ university, first mention of, 
iit 424, Tvote 

Canon law, promulgation of the, it 203 
— ^its study made imperative, 204. 

Capet (Hugh), usurpation of the French 
throne by, t 18— antiquity of his fa- 
mily, i6. note state of Fiance at his 
accession, 22— opposition to, and ulti- 
mate reception of his authority, 23 
and note S— period of his assumption of 
r^^ power, 128— degree of authority 
ezerdsed by his immediate descend- 
ants, 24, 136— his sources of revenue, 
208. 

Capitularies, what they were, t 215 — 
their latest date, 218 and note. 

Caracdoli, favourite of Joanna IL of 
Naples, t 489— his assassination, 491 
note. 

Carloman, inheritance of the children of, 
usurped by Charlemagne, L 9, Twte y. 

3arlovinglan dynasty, extinction of the, 
1. 17. 

Carrara (Francesco da), Verona seized 
by, i. 464— killed in prison, 465. 

CaiToccio, the, i. 467 and note d. 

Castile and Leon united into one king- 
dom, iL 4 — their subsequent redivision 
and reunion, 9 — composition and'cha- 
Tacter of the cortes of Castile [see 
Cortes], the council and its functions, 
33^ 84— administration of justice, 35 — 
violations of law by the kings, 36— 
confederacies of the nobility, 37— simi- 
larity of its polity to that of England, 
38 — establishment of tithes in Castile, 
146 note *. 

Castle, graphic description of a, L 322. 

Castruccio Caatrucani, success of, L 410. 

Catalonia, character of the people of, ii. 
57— severity of the state of viUeni^ 
there, ib. note ®. 

Gatharlsts, religious tenets held hy the, 
ilL 384. 

Cathollcg, treatment of the, hy their 
Gothic conquerors, i 3, note f. 

Cava (count JuUan’s dau^ter), legend 
of the seduction of, ii. 62. 

Celestine V., fraud of Boniface VIIL 
towards, IL 228. 

Champ de Mars. See Field of March. 

Charlemagne, reunion of tlm Frankish 
empire nnder, L 9, and note y— his 
victories In Italy and Spain, 9, 10 — 
obstinate resistance and ultimate sub- 


CHARLES VI. 

mission of the Saxons to his rule, 10— 
his Sdavonian conquests, ll— extent 
of his dominions, ib.— his coronation as 
emperor, tb. and note «— its conse- 
quences, 12 — his inteUectu^ acquire- 
ments and domestic improvements, ^b. 
and note ®— his vices, cruelties, re- 
ligious edicts, 13— his sons and suc- 
cessors, 14— his control over the clergy, 
16— degeneracy of his descendants, 17 
—state of the people under has rule, 
18— his dread of the Normans, 21 — his 
allied election hy the Bomans as em- 
peror discussed, 122-124— question of 
succession involved in his elevation to 
the imperial title, 124-126— his wise 
provisions relative to fugitive serfs, 19S 
note "l— his revenue, how raised, 208- 
peculiarities of his legislative assem- 
blies, 215, 216 — Fren^ ignorance ot 
his character in the 14th century, 22n 
—his capitulary relative to tithes, u. 
145, 146 and Tiote * — ^his authority over 
the popes, 182— state of his education, 
iiL 286 and note £— his library, 292 
noter—Y^ encouragement of ordeals, 
295— his agricultural colonies, 361— 
pubhc schools in France due to 
418— becomes a dis<^le of Alcuin, ib. 
Charles the Bad. See Charles of Navarre. 

Charles the Bald, share of empire allotted 
to, L 16, and note on p. 17 — ^ravages of 
the Normans during ms reign, 21 — his 
imbecile government and its conse- 
quences, 136— his slavish submission 
to the church, ii. 166, 157— he disobeys 
pope Adrian IL, 173, 174. 

Chkrles the Fat, accession and deposition 
of, L 17— position of Germany at his 
death, iL 66 — arrogance of pope John 
V3XL towards him, 174. 

Charles the Simple, policy of, towards 
the Normans, i. 22. 

Charles IV. (the Fair) ascends the throne 
pursuant to the Salic law, L 48 — con- 
duct of Edward IIL of England after 
his death, ib. 

Charles V. (the Wise) submits to the 
peace of Bretigni, L 59— his summons 
to Edward the Black Prince, 63— his 
treaty with Henry of Castile, ib. note t 
—his successes against the l^ghsh, 64 
— his premature death and character 
65— seizure of his treasures by the 
duke of Aqjou, 65, 66 — expenses of bis 
household, 68 note his conflicts with 
the States-GeneraL 230, 231— he im- 
poses taxes without their consent 
232. 

Charles VL, accession of, L 66— state of 
France during his re^, 66— defeats 
the citizens of Ghent, 67— misapplica- 
tion of taxes during his minority, 68 
and note '—his sei^e with insanity 
69— disgraceful conduct of hJa queen, 
tb. and note—hie d^ath, 76— his 8ub< 
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ooiseion to the remonstrancee of the 
States^eneral, 232. 

CSharles YIL, state of Prance at the ao 
cession oIE; i 77--his impoverished ex- 
chequer, his Scotch auxiliaries, ih. 
—his character, and choice of favonrites, 
79— change -wron^t in his fortunes hy 
Joan of Arc, 79, 80— his connection 
■with Agnes ^rel, 80 note * — restores 
Richemont to po-wer, 80— is reconciled 
-with the duke of Burgundy, 82— re- 
conquers the provinces ceded to the ' 
English crown, 83— his cruelty to 
English captives, 84 — consolidation of 
his power, 85— insurrection of Guienne 
agaa^t taxation, 86 and note — his con- j 
duct relative to the States-General, ! 

234— he levies taxes of his o-wn will, 

235— he enacts the Pragmatic Sanction 
of Bourges, iL 255. 

Charles VIII., accession of,l 98— contest 
for the regency during his minority, ib. 

236— marries Anne of Britany, 100 — 
consolidation of the Prench monarchy 
under his sway, 100, 101, and notes— 

S roceedinffi of the States^eneral dnr- 
ig his mmority, 236, 237. 

Charles of AinJon (Lof Naples), seiznre 
of the cro-wn of Naples hy, i. 406— he 
puts Conradm, the heir, to death, 407 
-4ie defeats the Ghfbelins and governs 
Toscany, ib, and note— revolt of his 
snl^ects, 410. 

CSiarles IL of Naples, -wax of the Sicilians 
against, 1. 485— his death, ib. 

Qiarles of Bnrazzo (IIL of Naples), im- 
plicated in the murder of Andrew, i 
486 note puts queen Joanna to 
death, 487— Ms assassination, 488. 
Charles IV. of Germany, singular cha- 
racter ot li. 85— his Golden Bull, 86 
and note he alienates the hnpsaial 
domains, 94— advancement of Bohemia 
■under his rule, 102, 

Charles Martel, conquest of the Saracens 
hy, i. 7— site and importance of the 
hattle, ib. note its object, 12— his 
iqxtllation of the chnrch, IL 146. 

Charles of Navarre (the Bad), tumults in 
France excited nyt i. 56— his crimes, 
57— allies himself ■with Edward HI., 
ib. 

Chartered towns. See Municipal Insti- 
tutions, Towns. 

Chancer (Geoffrey), testimony home by 
his ■writings, iii. 160 note— character of 
his works, 456, 457. 

Chaucer (BbrThamae), rebuked by Henry 
IV., iii. 96. 

Cbildebert (son of Clovis), dominions 
aUotted to, i. 4 and note i— his proposal 
relative to Clodomiris children, 311, 
note. 

ChilderioIIL, deposition of,i 8. 
Children, cmsade undertake by, iiL 296 
mte*. 


CLABENOE. 

Chilperio, guilty conduct of Fredegonde, 
the queen of, i. 5, 119— oppressive 
taxes levied hy Mm, 306 — tumult 
whidi ensued, ih.— what followed after 
his death, ih.- his attempts at poetry, 
in. 283— his attack on the sanctuary, 
303. 

Chimneys. See Architecture. 

Rivalry, as a sdiool of moral discipline, 
iiL 390— remoteness of its origin, 391 
— individual honour its keystone, 392 
— types of chivalry, 392 and note •— 
its original connection with fendal 
service, 394— effect of the crusades, 395 
—its connection with reli^on,395,396 
— enthusiasm inspired hy gallantry, 
396-398 — licentiousness incident to 
chivalry, 399— ■virtues inculcated ly it, 
400— practice of courtesy, liberality, 
and justice, 401-403— obligations of 
chivalry to the East, 403 — ^its attendant 
evils, 404— education preparatory to 
knighthood, 405 — chivalnc festivals, 

406— tournaments and their dangers, 

407— privileges of knighthood, 408 — 
who were admissible thereto, ib. and 
note— military service: knights and 
hadielors, 409, 410 and notes— causes 
of the decline of chivalry, 411— ijo- 
fiuences hy which it was superseded, 
412 and note 4. 

Christianity, impetus given to the for- 
mation of dvic instimtions by, i. 121 
— ^its beneficial effect upon the Nor- 
mans, 136. 

Chnrch, wealth of the, under the empire, 
iL 140— its position after the irruption 
of the barbarians, I4l — source of its 
legitimate wealth, 142— its religions 
extortions, 143— privileges attached to 
its property, 144— institndon of tithes, 
144-146 and notes— liability of chnrch 
property to ^liation, 146— origin of 
jprecarUe, 147 note d-_extent of the 
dmrdi’s landed possessions, 148 and 
note i— its partidpation in the adminis- 
tration of justice, 149— limitations in- 
terposed by Justinian, 160, 151— its 
political infinence, 152— source thereof, 
163— its sulg’ection to the state, tb. — 
Charlemagne's edicts relative to its 
affairs, 154, 155, and notes— its assump- 
tion of authority over the Prench kings, 
166, 167— obsequiousness of England 
to its pretensions, 168— investiture ol 
its bishops with their temporalities, 
181— their dmoniacal practices, ib. and 
note 9 — canons and chapters, 191 — 
liberties of the Galilean (hnreh, 256— 
hi^ (hurdh prindples always dan- 
gerous, 257 note * — privil^s of sano 
tuaiy, iiL 302, 303. See Cieigy, Me* 
nastcries. Papal Power. 

Clan sendee nothased on feudality, L 187 
Clarence (duke of), put to death by Ed 
ward IV., iiL 139. 
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CLARENDON. 

Clarendoxi, constitations of, ii. 221 — 
their influence on Thomas h Becket's 
quarrel with Henry II., 223. 

Oistertiaii monk, blasphemous saying 
attributed to a, i. 29 note *. 

Cities. See Municipal Institutions and 
Towns. 

C3ivil Law. See Laws. 

Clement IV , effect of a bull promul- 
gated by, ii. 216 — opposition of the 
Scotch king to his edict, 217. 

Clement V. ratifies Robert’s claim to the 
crown of Naples, i. 485— his maxim 
relative to benefices, ii. 215— he re- 
moves the papal court to Avignon, 233 
— his contests with the emperor Louis, 
234— England remonstrates with him, 
238, 239 notes— his outrageous edict 
against Venice, 260. 

Clement VL acquits Joanna of Naples of 
murder, L 487— his licentiousness, ii. 
238. 

Clement VIL, circumstances relative to 
his election as pope, ii 240— division 
of the papacy thereupon, 242 — ^proceed- 
ings after his death, 242, 243, 

Clergy, ascendency of the (temp. Charles 
the Bald), i. 135— their pnvileges under 
the feudal system, 195, 196— fighting 

E relates, 195 note L— their participation 
1 legislative proceedings, 213, 215— 
privil^es of their tenants, 319 — 
bishops in Lombardy and their tem- 
porahties, 364, 366 and note share 
of the citizens in their election, 366 
and note y— a robber archbishop, ii. 95 
— immense territorial possessions of 
the clergy, 148 and notes — their acqui- 
sition of iiolitical power, 162, 163 — 
their neglect of the rule of celibacy, 
176, 177— sufferings of the married 
vleiTgy. 1^7 and noted — lax morality 
of the Englidi clergy, 178, 179 notes — 
practice of simony, 179 — consent of the 
laity required in the election of bi^ops, 
lb. — interference of the sovereigns 
therein, 180 and note “—character of 
the deigy of Milan, 187 note S— taxa- 
tion of the clergy by the kin^ 216 — 
tribute levied on them by the popes, 
216, 217 — their disaffection towards 
Borne, 218 — their exemption from 
temporal lorisdiction, 219-221— extor- 
tions of Edward 1., 229 — effects of 
Wicliff’s principles, 252— priests exe- 
cuted for coining, ib. no^a®— spiritual 
peers in the English parliament, iii. 4, 
5 — their qualifications, 122 — clergy 
summoned to send representatives, 131 
— cause of their bemg summoned, 132 
— result of their segregating them- 
selves from the commons, 133 — in- 
stances of their parliamentary ex- 
istence, 136-138— right of btehops to 
oe tried by the peers, 204-207^mediaB- 
val clergy not supporters of despotism. 


CONRAD ni. 

268— their ignorance of letters, 287-289 
--their monastic vices, 303 — why a 
bishop made a Danish nobleman drunk, 
306 Tiote See Church, Monasteries, 
Papal Power, Superstition. 

Chsson (constable de), immense wealth 
amassed by, i. 69. ' 

Clodomir (son of Clovis), dominions al- 
lotted to, i. 4 — proposed alternative 
relative to his children, 311 note. 

' Clotaire, portion of dominions allotted to, 

I 1 . 4— union of the whole under him, 5 

I -re-division amongst his sons, ib.-— 
cnmmality of his character, 119. 

Clotaire II., reunion of the French do- 
minions under, L 6 — nature of the 
authority exercised by him, 117. 

Clotilda converts her husband to Christi- 
anity, i. 3— her sons, 4. 

Clovis invades Gaul and defeats Syagrius, 
i. 2— accepts the title of consul, ib. and 
note d— defeats the Alemanni, 3— his 
conversion to Christianity, ib.— defeats 
Alaric, 4— his last exploits and san- 
guine policy, ib. and note 5— division 
of his dominions amongst his sons, 4, 
5, and rwtes- the last of his race, 8— 
his alleged sul^ection to the emperors 
discussed, Note in. 106-111 — his li- 
mited authority: story of the vase ol 
Soissons, 155— meory built on the story, 
301, 302— crimes of himself and his 
grandson, iii. 306 and note 

Clovis IL, accession of, L 120. 

Cobham, lord (temp. Bicthard IL), ba- 
nished, liL 77. 

Coining extensive practice of, amongst 
the j^ench nobles, i. 205 — debased 
money issued by them, 206— sys- 
tematic adulteration of coin by the 
kings, 210, 228, 231- measures adopted 
for remedying these frauds, 211 note b 
—grant of taxes made conditional on 
restoration of the coin, 230 — priests 
executed for coining, ii. 252, note ®— 
an abbot hanged for the same offence, 
iii 206— clipping of coins by the Jews, 
369 note t. 

Cologne, antiquity of the municipal in- 
stitutions of, L 350. 

Coloni, characteristics and privileges of 
the. i. 325. 

Combat. See Trial 

Comines (Philm de), characteristic note 
on taxation 1 236. 

Commodianus, literary remains of, iii 
281— specimen thereof, ib. note “. 

Oomnenus. See Alexius. 

Conrad (duke of Franconia), elected em- 
peror of Germany, ii, 67. 

Cenrad IL (the Salic), important edict 
of, relative to feud^ i. 166, 167, and 
notes— elected onperor of Germany, il 
68— his ancestry, ib. note I 

Conrad IH. joins in the second crusatU* 
138— elected emperor of Germany, il72t 
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GOimAD IV. I 

Conrad IV., accessioit of, L 392 — his 
strngfi^es for dominion in Italy, and 
death, tb.~-his difBcolties in Germany, 
ii,Y6. 

Conradin (son of Conrad IV.) attempts 
to regain his inheritance, i. 407— pnt 
to death hy Charles of Ansjou, <b. 
Constance, council o£. See CoundL 
instance, treaty oi; i. 376. 

Constantine V. dethroned by hismofher, 

i. 122. 

Constantinople, adYantageons position of, 
iL 125 — its resistance to the Moslem 
assaults, 126— its capture by the La- 
tins, 128— its magnificence and popu- 
lousness, 129, 130— Vandalism of its 
conquerors, 130— its recapture by the 
Greeks, 131 — besieged by Bajazet, 
132, and by Amura^ 135 — attacked 
by Mahomet IL, 136 — ^its fall, 136, 
137— unrealised schemes for its re- 
covery, 137, 138. 

Oonstitution of England. See English 
ConstitutiozL 

Cordova taken from the Moors, iL 9— its 
extent and ■wealth, %b. note “. 

Com. See Agricultnre, Trade. 

Cortes of Castile, original composition of 
the, ii. 20— dwindling down of their 
numbers, 21 — their remonstrance 
against cormptLon, 22— spiritual and 
temporal nobilitv, 22, 23, and notee — 
control of the Cortes over the taxes, 
24, 25 — their resolute defence of their 
right, 26 — ^their control over expendi- 
ture, 27 — its active exerdse, 28 — 
their forms of procedure, 29 — their 
legislative rights, and attempted limi- 
tations thereon by the kings, 29-32 — 
their ri^t to a voice in the disposal of 
the crown, 33, 34 — position of the 
clergy therein, iiL 106, noU, 

Corvlnus (Matthias) elected king of 
Hungary, ii 106 — his patronage of 
literature, 107 and note 6. 

Council of Basle, enmity of the, towards 
the papal court, il 247 — reforms 
effected by it, 248 and note— its indis- 
cretions, ib. and 250 note. 

Council of Constance condemns John 
Huss and Jerome of Prague to be 
burned, ii 102— deposes John XXHL, 
243 — prejwnderance of Italian inte- 
rests therein, 244 — ^French opposition 
to the English deputies, ^h. note— 
tacdcs of the cardinals, 246— national 
divisions in the council, i&.— its breach 
of faith relative to Huss and Jerome 
canvassed, 250 and note. 

Council of Frankfort convdced by Saint 
Boniface, ii. 165 — its importance in 
papal history, t6. 

Conncil of Lyons, i 391 ; ii 76. 

Council of Pavia, ii 247. 

Council of Pisa, proceedings at the, ii 
34a 


DU QU'ESCLISr. 

Cours pl^ibres, character of the, i 220. 

Courtney (archbishop); despoiled of hit 
temporalities, iii 66. 

Crec^, battle of, i 55. 

Crescentius put to death hy Otho HL, 
i 359 and note. 

Crusades, origin of the, i 33 — energetic 
appeals of Peter the Hermit, 34— 
inducements offered to those who 
joined in them, 35— crimes and mi* 
series attendant on them, 36— results 
of the first crusade, 37— second cru- 
sade, 38— its failure, i*6. and notes— 
origin of the third crusade, 40 — ^its 
famous commanders and inconclusive 
results, lb.— crusades of SL Louis and 
their miserable ending, 41 and note- 
cause of the cessation of crusades, iii 
305 — their demoralizing Influence, 307. 

Cyprian’s views relative to church go- 
vernment, ii. 169, notfih — ^further ob- 
servations thereon, 267, 268. 


Dagohert L, insigniflcance of the succes- 
sors of, i 6 — nature of the authority 
exercis^ by him, 1I7 — progress of 
the arts in his reign, 1 19. 

Dagohert IL, name of, how restored to 
history, i 112. 

Damascus, degeneracy of the khalifa of, 

ii. 120, 121. 

Danes, England first infested by the^ 

i21. 

Dante Ali^eri expelled from Florence, 
i 402— his birth, iii 445 — style of 
his Vita Nuova, ib. ntwte— diarac- 
teristics of his jffeat poem, 446-448 — 
enthusiasm whidi attended Its publica- 
tion, 448. 

Danphin^ annexed to the French crown, 
i 100— its origin, lOl , note K 

Defiance, institution of the right of, ii 
96— its abolition, 96. 

De la Mare (Peter), opposes the duke of 
Lancaster, iii. 66 — conduct of the 
citizens on his imprisonment, 57 — 
elected speaker of the commons, 58. 

D^la Bella (Giano), improves the Flo- 
rentine constitution, i 424— driven 
into exile, 425, 

Derby (earl of). See Bolingbroke. 

Diet, CounciL 

Diet of Worms, important changes ef- 
fected by the, ii 94 — abolishes the 
right of defiance, 96— establishes the 
imperial chamber, 97-99. 

Domesday Book, origin of the term, iii 
362, note L 

Domestic life in the middle i^es, iii343r 
345 — income and style of living, 370. 

Douglas (earl of) aids Charles Vu., i 73. 

Duelling, introduction of the practice oi 

iii, 294 a#d note". 

Du Guesdin (Bertrand), proceeds U 
Castile, i 58— his character 64— hf 
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DUNSTA2T. ENGLAND, 

serves against Peter the Cruel, ii. 15 a visit from him, 90~hi3 accession te 

-’-'is taken prisoner, tb. the throne, iiL 198— his inezcn&ahls 

Dunstan and Odo, and their treatment of barharities, 199 — populaxiiy of his 

Edwy and Elgiva, il 168— elucidatory govemmait, ib.— his system of bene- 

remarks relate thereto, 264-267. volences, 200. 

Edwy and Elgiva. See Dunstau. 

Earl, origin of the title of, ii. 274, note P. Engird, first infested by the Danes, 
Ebroin, exercise of supreme power by, 1 21 — its resources under Edward 

L6. 116. 120. in., 63, 54— causes of the success 


Eccelin da Bomano, tyrannic exercise^ of 
power by, i. 389 — ^pretexts to whidi 
his infamous cruelty gave birth, t*b. 
note f-Ms fall, 406. 

Ecclesiastical iurisdiction. See Church, 
Clergy, Papal Power. 

Edessa, extent of the principality of, L 
37 and note f. 

Edward the Confessor* populariiy of the 
laws of, ii. 324, 361. 

Bldward L offends Philip IV. of France, 
1. 43 and note— his brother Edmund 
outwitted by Philip, 44 — ^he curbs the 
power of the cler^, ii. 224— his 
tyranny towards them, 228— his reign 
a constitutional epoch, iii. 1— his de- 
spotic tendencies, 2— he confirms the 
charters, 3 and note ®. 

Edward II. marries Isabel of France, L 
46— hejmlds to the pope, ii. 239. 

Edward IlL lays claim to the French 
throne, L 48— its injustice shown, 
ib. and note 49— his policy pnor to 
resorting to arms, 49 — ^his chances of 
success, 51 — attempt of the pope to 
dissuade him from the attempt, ib. 
note — prmcipal features in his cha- 
racter, 52 — extent of his resources, 
53, 64, and notes — excellence of his 
arixiies, 55 and note — his acquisillon 
after the battles of Crecy and Poitiers, 
56 — ^his alliance with Charles the Bad, 
67 — conditions of the peace of Bre- 
tigni, 59— his stipulation relative to 
Aquitaine, 61 and note P— his reverses 
and their causes, 62, 63 and T^otes— his 
opposition to the pope, ii. 239— pro- 
gress of parliament under him, iii. 42 
—his attempts at encroachment, 44- 
47 — asc^ency of JLancaster and 
Alice Perrers over him, 66— ordinance 
against Alice, 66— repeal thereof, 67— 
revival of the prosecution against her, 
58 and note 8— his debts to Italian 
bankers, 340. 

fidwjtrd the Black Prince, character of, 
L 52 — his victory at Poitiers, 66 — 
created prince of Aquitaine, 61— his 
impolitic conduct in Ouienne 63 — 
summoned before the peers of ^5Yance, 
ib. and note t^macb^tioiis relative 
to his heir, iii. 66 and note ^ — his 
Jealousy of the duke of Lancaster, 66 
— his death, 57. 

tSdward IV. -accepts a pension from 
Louis XL, i 89— his military force, ib. 
note P— Louis's reasons for declining 


of its armies, 66, 77— high payment 
to its men-at-anns, 77, note t— dis- 
comfiture of its trooM by Joan of Arc, 
79 — unpolicy touuiing its relations 
with France, 82 — deprived of its 
French possessions by Charles VII., 
83— its obsequiousness to the hier- 
archy, ii. 168 — ^its opposition to ec- 
clesiastical jurisdiction, 222-225 — its 
protest agaibst the exactions of the 
church, 238, 239. and notes— its share 
in the council of Constance, 244 and 
note— enactment of the statute of prae- 
munire, 261— effect of WlclifPs prin- 
ciples, 262— progress of the country 
under the Anglo-Saxons [see Anglo- 
Saxons]— its state at the pmod of the 
Norman conquest, 302, 303 — ^firuitless 
resistance of its people to Norman 
rule, 304 and notei^— expulsion of its 
prelates and maltreatment of its nobles, 
305 and note— attempted suppression 
of its langnage, 306 and note— whole 
sale i^ollatlon of property, 308 — abject 
condition of English occupiers, 309, 
310 — ^vastness of the Norman estates 
explained, 310 — conquered England 
compared with conquered Gaul, 311 — 
forest devastations and forest laws, 
311, 312, and notes— dex>opulatiou of 
the towns, 3X2 — establishment of 
feudal customs, 314— preservation of 
the public peace, 316— difference be- 
tween feudalism in England and in 
France, 316, 317— hatr^ by the Eng- 
lish of the Normans, 318 — oppres- 
sions and exactions of the Norman go- 
vernment, 318, 320 — nature of the 
taxes then levied, 321, 322 — laws 
and charters of the Norman kings, 323, 
324— banishment of Longchamp by 
the barons, 325 — estabushment of 
Magna Chaarta, 326 — difficulty of over- 
rating its value, 327— outline of its 
provisions, 327, 328 — confirmation 
thereof by Henry IIL, 829— constitu- 
tional straggles between him and his 
barons, 331, 334 -^limitations on the 
royal prero^tive,' 334, 335, and notes 
—institution of the various courts of 
law, 336-338 — origin of the common 
law, 339-341— character and defects of 
the English law, 341-343— hereditary 
right of the crown established, 343-346 
—legal position of the gentry, 346- 
348 — causes of civil equality, 348-351 
—character of Its government, iii. 147 
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—prerogatives of its kings, 147-160— 
snitigatiLon of the forest laws, 150 and 
note— joiisdictlozi of its constable and 
TnarsbM, 151, 152, and notes— spirit of 
independence exMblted in mediaeval 
balU^ 265-267— its customs farmed 
by Italian bankers, 339, 340, note ^ 

Gn^^ constitution, <^acter of the, 
iiL 152— Sir John Fortescue's doctrine, 

163- 156 — ^Hume’s erroneous views re- 
garding it, 155, 158— causes tending to 
its formation, 159 — effect of the loss 
of Normandy, 160 — real source of 
English free^m, 162— principle in- 
volved in the relationship betweoi 
lords and their vassals, ih.- right of 
distress on the king's property, 163 — 
feudal sources of constitutional liberty, 

164— influence of the nobility, 165 — 
salutary provisions of Edward 1., 169 
— nature and gradual extinctiou of 
villenage, 171-183 — instances of re- 
gencies and principles whereon they 
are founded, 184-190— doctrine of pre- 
rogative, 257-260. See Anglo-Saxons, 
England, Feudal System, Parliament. 

Erigena. See Scotus (John). 

fithelwolf, grant of, relative to tithes, it 
146, note 263. 

Eudes elected king by the Franks, L 127 
—his qualifications for the dimity, ib, 

Eudes (duke of Burgundy). See Bur- 
gundy. 

Eudon sigoafly defeats the Saracens, i. 
il6— receives aid from Charles Martel, 
ib. 

Ennius rV. (cardinal Julian) advises 
Uladislaus to break faith with Amu- 
rath, ii. 105— its fatal consequences, 
106 — other instances of his perfidy, 210 
note his contests with the councils, 
247— his deposition by the coundl of 
Basle, 247 and note % 

Euric, harsh treatment of his catholic 
Bul^jects by, L 3 note t. 

False Decretals. See Isidore. 

Famines in the middle «^es, fiefiuency 
and extreme severity of, L 328 

Felix V. (pope), election and superses- 
sion of, li 248. 

Ferdinand confirmed in Ms succession to 
the crown of Naples, L 494— attempt 
of John of Calabna to oust him, ib . — 
his odious rule. 603 and note. I 

Ferdinand L of Aragon, independence of 
the Catalans towards, u. 57. 

Ferdinand IL of Aragon marries Isabella 
of Castile, ti. 18— they succeed to the 
Castilian throne, tb.— Ferdinand in- 
vested with the crown of Aragon, 42— 
arrangement of the united govem- 
xaent^ 58, 69— conquest of Granada, 
59, 60. 

Ferdinand ILL of Castile, capture of Cor- 
dova by ii 9. 


PEUDAL- 

Ferdinand XT', of Castile, ijrevalence oi 
civil dissensions in the reign of, ii. 12, 
13— his gross violation of justice and 
remarkable death, 36. 

Feudal system, rise of the, i 145— nature 
of alodial and salic lands, 147-149 and 
notes— distinction of laws, 151— ongin 
of nobiliiy, 157-169, 189— fiscal lands 
or benefices, their nature, condition, 
and extent, 159, 160— introduction of 
subinfeudation, 161 — origin of feudal 
tenures, 163— custom of personal com- 
mendation, 164 — its character, ib. 165 

— edict of Conrad IL, 166, 167, and 
notes— prindple of a feudal relation, 
167 — ^rights and duties of vassals, ib . — 
ceremonies of honiage, fealty, and m- 
vestitur^ 369— obligations of the vas- 
sal to Ms lord, 170— military service, 
its conditions and extent, 171 and notes 
—feudal incidents: ongin of reliefs, 
172, 173 — of fines on alienation, 174— 
the custom of friragt in France, 176 
—escheats and forfeitures, 177— objecta 
for wMch aids were levied, ib.— limita- 
tions thereof by Magna Charta, 178 — 
institution of ward^ips, ib. — their 
vexatious character in later times, 179 

— extortionate and oppressive prac- 
tices relative to marriage 179, 180— 
introduction of improper fends, 181— 
fiefs of office, their nature and variety, 
181, 182, and no)5es— feudal law-bool^ 
182 — the Milanese collection, 183— 
difference between that and the French 
and English systems, 183, 184 — the 
feudal Intern not of Koman origin, 
185, 186— localitieB over wMdh it ex- 
tended, 187,188— privileges of nobiliiy 
191-194— dffierence betweeDu a Frenw 
rotvrUr and an English (xmnoner, 191 
note P— condition of the clergy, 195, 
106— of the classes below the ge ntry, 
196— assemblies of the barons, 219— 
the corns plkubres, 220, 248— legis- 
lative and judicial assemblies (see 
Legislation, States-General, Justice] 
—decline of the feudal system, 249 — 
its causes : increase of the domains of 
the crown, 263, 254— rise of the char- 
tei^ towns, 256-26] [see Towns] 
— commutation of military service, 261 
[see Military Systems]— decay of feudal 
prinriples, 268— influence of feudalism 
upon the institutions of England and 
France, 269— civil freedom promoted 
by it, 270— its tendency to exalt war- 
like habits, 271 — its value as an ele- 
ment of discipline, ib.— and as produc- 
ing sentiments of loyalty, 272 — the 
mmidium, 318 Tiots— essentials of the 
feudal i^tem, 319— its prindples aris- 
tocratic and exclusive, 321-^uizot'9 
deiscriptlpn of a feudM castle, 322— 
laxity of feudal tenures in Italy, 365 

I —question of their existence in En^ 
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FEUDS. 

land prior to the Ck>nqtiest, ii. 293>30l 
— -feudalismTinder the Normans, 314— 
innovation introduced by William L, 
315 — difference between the feudal 
policy of England and France, 316, 318 
— tenure of folcland and bocland, 406- 
410— abuses of feudal rights, lii, 150. 
Feuds, nature o^ and derivation of the 
word, L 316. 

Fiefs. See Benefices, Feudal System. 
Field of March (or Champ de Mars), 
origin of the assemblies so termed, L 
212, 213— their character, 213, 214 — 
not attended by the Roman inhabitants 
of Gaul, 282— how often held, 308. 
Field Sports. See Sports. 

Fines, extent and singularity ofi rudder 
the Anglo-Norman kings, ii. 320. 
Fire-arms. See Mihtary Systems. 

Fiscal lands. See Benefices. 

Flanders, fraudulent conduct of Philip IV. 
towards the count of, L 44— successfhl 
resistance of its people, th.— large cap- 
ture of gilt spurs by them, ib. note *— 
iheir commerce with England, 54— 
their rebellion against count Lo^s, 66, 
6?, and notes — their insubordi^rion, 
92 — their resistance to taxation, 93 
and note — their woollen manu&cture, 
iii. 318, 319— their settlement in Fhig- 
land, 320, note h— its policy relative 
thereto, 321 and note ®. See Trade. 
Florence, curtailment of the power of^ 
by Fr^eric Barbarossa, i. 420— exclu- 
sion of the Ghibelins from offices of 
trust, tb.— Dante’s simile relative to 
its unsettled state, ib.— <x>rporations of 
the citizens, 421— its magistracy, ib . — 
curious mode of election, 422— ffie con- 
siglio di popolo, 423— defiance of law 
by the nobility, 424— Giano deUa Bella 
reduces them to obedience, 424, 425 — 
rise of the plebeian aristocracy, 426 — 
Walter de Menne invested with extra- 
ordinary powers, 427— his tyranny and 
excesses, 428— his overthrow, 429 — 
singular ordinances relative to the 
nobles, 430— machinations of the Guelfe 
and ^rsecutions of the Ghibelins, 
431-433 and note ®— prostration of ffie 
Guelfs, 434— insurrection of the Ciompi 
and elevation of Lando, 435— Ms judi- 
cious administration, 436— restoration 
, of the Guelfs, 437— comparative secu- 
rity of the Florentines, 438— their ter- 
ritorial acquisitions, revenue, popula- 
tion, &c., 439, 440, and notes — Pisa 
bou^t by them, 443 — further dis- 
quietudes in their government, 496 — 
rise of the Medici [see Medici}— first 
Florentine voyage to Alexandria, 499 
and noie— Florentine bankers and their 
transactions, iiL 340 and note^ 

Folcland, nature of, ii. 406. * i 

Foreigners invested with power In Italian 
states, i. 397, 416, 421, 427, 449. | 
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FREDERIC I. 

Forest laws of the Anglo-Norman kings. 
iL 312 — mitigation of their severity, hi. 
150 — punishments inflicted, 311. 

Fortescue (Sir John), on the English 
constitution, iii. 154, 

France, policy observed in the territorial 
division of, i. 4, note i— inaigntfiftaTir A of 
its early monaxchs, 6 and note “—loss 
of the English possessions in, 27— in- 
crease of the French donoains, 42-45— 
its state at the commencement of hos- 
tilities by Edward III., 51— its condi- 
tion after the battle of loitiers, 66— 
assembly of the States-General, ib.— 
desolation of the kingdom by famme, 
67 and rav^ed by banditti, 58— 
the Jacquerie insurrection, ib. and 
Twte k — state of the country under 
Charles V. and VT., 65, 66 — under 
Charles VIL, 77, 84— consolidation of. 
its dominions, 100— its historians, 101, 
note “ — its deplorable state under 
Charles the Bal^ 135 — its provincial' 
government under tiie Merovingian, 
kings, 162— succession to its monarchy, 
154 and 217 note — its progress from, 
weakness to strength, 204 — revenue of ‘ 
its kings, how raised, 208 — its coinage, 
210, 211— taxation, 211, 212— its con- 
stitution never a free one, 229, note b 
— designs of its kings upon Naples,, 
603 etseq. 

Franconia, rise of the House of, ii. 68— 
its extinction, 71. 

Frankfort, council of. See Council 

Pranks, territories occupied by the, L 2* 
and Tide ® — tiieir probable origin, Hate 
11.104, 106 — their position under Pepin, 
117, 118— their promise to Pepin, 127, 
154— character of their church digni- 
taries, 160 note 9 — increase of the 
power of their kings, 156— serfdom 
and villenage amongst them, 198-200 — 
extent to whicli they participated ir 
le^slation, 213 and note^rigin of the 
Ripuarian Franks and Salian Franks, 
279— their numbers during the reten 
of Clovis, 291, 292— presumed infre- 
quency of mamages between them 
and the Romans, 296— extent of power 
possessed by their kings, 301-309. 

Fredegonde queen. SeeChilperic. 

Frederic (Frederic Barbarossa), thirc 
crusade undertaken by, i. 40— title 
conferred by him on the archbishop 
of Lyons, 46 — commencement of his 
career in Italy, 371— he besieges Milan, 

372— suljugation and second rise of its 
citizens, ib. — destruction of their dty, 

373 — ^league of Lombardy against him, 

374— his defeat and flight, 375— peace 
of Constance, 376— his policy relative 
to Sicily, 378— his response to Roman 
oratory, 416 and note — ^his accession to 
the German throne, ii. 73— Henry the 
Lion’s ingratitude ttwards him, 74 

2s« 



m 


I2¥DEX. 


FEBDEKIC II. 

aad noU he instltates the law of 
defiance, 95>-his forced sahmissioD. to 
pope Adrian IV., las—his limitation 
on the acqrdsition of property by the 
clei^, 22T~his inteUectual acquire- 
ments, iiL 286 noie— his patrona^ of 
leami^, 422. 

Frederic IL, position of, at his accession, 
I 385 — cause of his excommunication 
by Gregory IX., 386— -rancour of papal 
writers against him, ib. note * — ^result 
of his crusade, 387— his wars with the 
Lombards, ib.— his successes and de- 
feats, 390 — animosity of the popes to- 
wards bim, 390, 391 — sentence of the 
council of Lyons against him, 391— his 
accession to the German throne, it 75 
—his deposition, 76— he restrains the 
right of defiance, 96— his imperial tri- 
bunal, 97— his poetry, iii. 442. 

^’rederic III. of Germany, character of 
the reign of; ii. 88 and note— his signi- 
ficant motto, 89 note * — oldects of his 
diets, 96, 97— he betrays the empire 
to the pope, 253. 

Freemasonry, snd its connection with 
architecture, lii. 359, note < 

.'S’reemen, existence of, prior to the tenth 
century, 1. 323— alodial proprietors 
evidently of this class, 324— other firee- 
men, 325— consequence of their mar- 
riage with serfs, 333. 

Fregosi and Adorni factions, i. 496. 

Froissart, yalne of the Chronicles of, i. 
67, TWfe *. 

Fulk’s saucy reproof of Louis lY., iiL 
286, note®. 

Gaudia (duke claims the throne of 
Aragon, iL 41— Ms death and failure of 
his son, ib, note ®. 

Gaul invaded by Clovis, L 2— condition 
of its Roman natives, 149— privileges 
of the “ conviva regls,” 160 note ' 281 
and note®— retention of their own laws 
by the Romans, 282 — ^their cities, 286 — 
their sul^ectlon to taxation, 287— their 
accession to hi^ offices, 293— their 
right to adopt the laws of the Franks, 
293, 394— presumed infrequency of 
marriage between the two races, 296. 

Henoa, early history L 444— her ware 

with Pisa and Venice, ib.— victory of 
her fleet over PisaaL 445— insolence of 
her admiral towards the Venetian am- 
bassadorSi 446— her subsequent re- 
verses, 447— surrender of her forces to 
Vffloice. 448— decline of her power, 449 
—her government and its various 
dianj^, ib.— dissensions of the Guelfh 
and Ghibelins, 460— her first doge, 451 
— frequent revolutions of her citizens, 
ib.— ihe Adorni and Fregosi factions, 
496 — commercial deaUngs of the Ge- 
noese, ill 329— their position in Con- 
«tantiuople, it30— iheir marufactnres, 


GREEK. 

331— their money transactions, 337 
340— state security takeu by theh 
bankers, 341. 

Germany conquered by Charlemagne, L 
9, 10— held by Louis Ms grandson, 16 
—passes away from Ms family, 17 — ^its 
Hungarian assailants, 19— its fi]^ 
apostles, 131— political state of ancient 
Germany, 145— mode in wMch kings 
were chosen, tb.— lands in conquered 
provinces, how divided, 146 — customs 
respectii]^ alodial and shlic lands, 147- 
149 and Twfes— superior position of its 
rulers as compared with those of 
France, 204— causes of the reversal of 
this state of things, ib.— degree of re- 
duce due to Tadtos’s accounts of 
German institutions, 273-275 — cha- 
racter of its governments, 302— limited 
power of its kings, 302-304— its posi- 
tion at the death of Charles the Fat, ii. 
66 — election of its emperors, in whom 
vested, 77-80— partitions of territory 
amongst its princes, 83, 84— import- 
ance of its free cities, 90— privileges 
conferred on them, ib.— their warfere 
with the nobles, 91— the sanctuary of 
the palisades, 92 — ^league of the cities, 
tb.— polity of the prmcipalitieSk 93 — 
extent of the in^erial domains, tb.— 
their gradual alienation by the em- 
perors, ib.— the diet of Worms and its 
results, 94-98— limits of the German 
empire at various periods, lOO— absence 
of towns, iiL 312— pre-eminence of its 
robber cMefs, 314. See Diet, Justice. 

GhenL populousness and impr^oability 
of, L 92, 93— poUcgr of its people re- 
lative to taxation, 93 note— its trading 
eminence, iiL 319— its houses and po- 
pulation, 329 note f. 

GMbelins, origin of the word, IL 73. See 
Guelfs. 

Giovanni di Vicenza, singular success of 
the exhortations of, L 403— result of 
Ms attempts at sovereiguty, 404. 

Gloucester, duke of (tcjujp. Richard IL), 
speaks for the parliament, ih. 67, 68 
note ®— made lord appellant, 72— re- 
instated in the council, 73— Ms ani- 
mosity towards the duke of Lancaster, 
74, 76— Ms seizure 1^ the king, 76— his 
murder and posthumous attainder, ib. 

Godfrey of Boulogne, eastern domains 
assigned to, L 38— Ms reasons for re- 
fusing the title of king, ib. note S-.hia 
feats of strength, ib. note h. 

Grana^ fertility and importance of, 
60— its unavailing resistance to Fer- 
dinand, ib. 

Gratian, (foaracter of the Decretum coin* 
piled by, iL 203. 

Greek ^mch, marriage of priests per- 
mittOT by the, iL 176. 

Greek empire, degeneracy of the, H. 120 
-its theological dissensiona, ib.— re* 
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GEEGORY I. < ! 

▼ival af its power, 124— tactics of its 
emperors, 126 apd note “ — exploits of 
celebrated usurpers, 126— results of 
the first crusade, 127— expeditions of 
Alexius Conmeuus, 128— sacking of 
the capital, 128-130 — ^partition of the 
empire, 130— its declining state, 132 — 
lukewarmness of the western Chris- 
tians, 135 — fall of the empire, 136 — ^the 
last of the Caesars, <b.-^reek anti- 
exportation anecdote, iiL 315 note \ 
See Constantinople. 

Gregory I., character of, iL 161— he 
establishes the appellant Jurisdiction, 
162, note ^ 

Gregory IJ., design of, for placing Rome 
under Charles Martel’s protection, L 
122 . 

Gregory ly. and Y., submission of, to 
imperial authority, ii. 182. 

Gregory VTI., projection of the crusades 
by, t 34— his obligations to the 
countess Matilda, 380 — his ascendency 
over the clergy, iL 183, 184— elected 
I)ope, 184— his differences' with, and 
«xcommnnication of, Henry lY. of Ger- 
many, 184, 185, and note — rigorous hn- 
milxation imposed by him on Henry, 
186— his exile and death, 187— his de- 
claration £^ainst investitures, 189 — ^his 
illimitable ambition and arrogance, 192 
—his despotism towards ecclesiastics, 
193 — ^his arrogance eclipsed by In- 
nocent HX, 228. 

Grigory IX,, excommunications of Fre- 
deric n. by, i. 387, 391— his fhrther 
designs agahist Frederic, i7). — Decretals 
published by his order, ii. 203 — ^his en- 
croachments on the En glish church, 
212 — ^his pretext for levying contribu- 
tions, 216 — immense sum extorted by 
him from England, 2i7. 

Gregory X, tax levied on the church by, 
iL 218. 

Gregory XL reinstates the papal court at 
Rome, ii. 240. 

Gregory XIL elected and deposed, iL 
242. 

Gnmoald, nsurpation of supreme power 
by, 1 . 6. 

Qrosstete (Robert, bishop of Lincoln), 
notices of,iL 217, note f; ili.429, note< 
464. 

Guaxuieri (duke) systematic levy of 
contributions by L 471— success of 
his operations, fb 

Guelfs and Ghibelins, origin of the rival 
fiwrtions of, L 382 — their German an- 
tecedents, 383 and note — character-' 
istics of the two parties, 384 — irra- 
tionality of the mstinctions, 406 — 
temporary union of the factions. %b. 
— expulsion of the GhibelMns from 
Florence, 407 — ^revival of their party 
410— origin of the name Guells, IL 73. 
See Florence, Genoa. 


HENRY in. 

Gui de Lusignan, cause of his flight from 
France, i. 36. 

Guienne, seized by Philip lY., L 43— 
restored to England, 44— insnrrectiou 
of its people against Charles YIL, 
86 and note — suspicious death of 
(paries duke of, 89 and note, 

Guiscard (Robert), territorial coui^uests 
of, L 363 — he t^es Leo IX. prisoner, 
ib.— his English opponents at Con- 
stantinople, iL 307. 

Guiscard (Roger), conquers Sicily, L 

363 — declared king by Innocent n., 

364 — he sheltem Gregory YIL, it 
187— he subjugates Amal^ iii. 328— 
he introduces silk manufactures at 
Palermo, 331. 

Gunpowder. 1^ Military Systems. 

Hair, len^ of, a mark of nobility, L 
310 — Childebert's proposal relative to 
Clodomir’s children, 311, note, 

Hanse towns, confederacy of the. iiL 
325. 

Haroun Alraschid, magnificence of the 
rule of, iL 121— African prindpidities 
in his reign, 122. 

Hastings, lord (teimip, Edward lY.), re- 
ceives bribes from Louis XL, i. 90— his, 
reason for refusing to give receipts foi 
the same, ib, note\ 

Hawkwood (Sir John), military renown 
acquired by, L 472— gratitude of the 
Florentines towards him, ib.— his 
as a general, 473. 

Haxey (Thomas), surrendered by the 
commons to the vengeance of Richard 
II., iiL 76, 102— important prindples 
involved in his case, 76, notes. 

Henry H. of Castile rebels a^dnst Peter 
the Cruel, ii. 14— his defeat and sub- 
sequent victory, 16 — ^his vow to pre- 
serve justice, 36. 

! Henry IIL of Castile marries John of 
Gaunt's daughter, iL 15. 

Henry lY. of Castile, despicable cha- 
racter of, iL 17 — deposed by a con 
spiracy of nobles, ib.— fatile efforts 
of his dau^ter to succeed him, 18— 
contests after his death, ib. — his re- 
proof by the Cortes of Ocana, 33. 

Henry I. of England, extortions on the 
churcii by, ii. 216. 

Henry IL marries the repudiated wife 
of Louis YIL, i. 26 — opposes the 
tyraimy of the church of Rome, iL 
222— cause of his dispute with Thomas 
k Becket, 223. 

Henty IIL allows Italian priests in 
Iki^sh benefices, ii. 213 — abets papal 
taxation on the clergy, 217— his sub- 
missiveness, 226— provisions contained 
in his charter, 327, 328 — worthless- 
ness of his character, 329— his per- 
juries, 330 — his pecuniary difficulties 
and extortions, 331^ his expensive 
2 K 2* 
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HENRY IV. INNOCENT lU. 

foreign pTcJecta, 332--deinands of the him to the cities, SO—Mb comprcmiw 
pope and resolute conduct of the with the popes, 188. 
barons, 333 — his <in«vrrel with the earl Henry VX of Germany, repudiates ar- 
of Pembroke, iii. 164, rangements between his predecessor 

Henry IV., policy and views of, towards and the popes, L 381 — production of 
France, i. 65, ^4 — (drcumstances at- his alleged will, i5.— his ambitiona 
tending his succession, iiL 81 — ^in- prefect, d. 74 — ^his death, 75. 

validity of his hereditary title, 82 — Henry VIL of Germany, acquires Bo- 
bis tactics towards the parliament, 83 hernia for his son, ii. 85 — ^his oppost* 
—aid granted to him in 1400, 86— tion to the papal power, 234. 
poU<y of the ftnTnnnnTin towaxds him, Hemy the Proud, ancestiy and posses- 
ses 87 — limitations imposed on him, sions of, ii. 72 — consequences of his 

93 ^ 94— he comes to terms with them, disobedience to the emperor's sum- 

84. See Bolinghroke. mons, 72 , 73. 

Henry V., his exorbitant demands Henry the Lion restored to his birth- 
on proposing to marry Catherine of ri^t^ ii. 73 — fatal results of his in- 

T^rance, t 74 and noU ” — ^invasion of gratitude, 74 

France by, ib. and noU ® — his nego- Hereditary succession, how far observed 
tiations with the duke of Burgundy, among the Franks, i. 154, Tuote f, 29$ 

75— his marriage and death, 76— life ^-disregarded by the Anglo-Saxons, 

subsidies granted to him, iii. 87 — ^im- ii- 273— establishment of the principle 

probability of his alleged dissoluteness, in England, 343-346 — elucidatory 

96 — ^his claims on popular affection, ib. note upon the subject, 425-428. 

— his clemency to the earl of March, Hereford (earl and duke of). See Bo- 
194. him, Bolinghroke, 

Henry VT., parliamentary poliqjr during Hereward, brave re^stance of, tf) WiUiam 
the minority ofi iiL 97, 98 — unpopu- the Conqueror, ii. 304, note f. 

larity of his marriage, 98 — ^his conduct Hilary deposed by Leo the Great, it 
on SufFol^s impeachment, 99— state of 161, mte P. 

the kir^om during his mmority, 183 Hildebrand. See Gregory VU. 

—his imbecility, fb. — solemnities ob- Honorius IIL, establishment of mendi- 
served in nominating a r^ency during cant orders by, ii. 206— refusal of his 

his infancy, 186-190 — provisions in requests by France and England, 213. 

consequence of his mentw. infirmities, Hugh the Great of France, procures the 
190-194 election of Louis IV., i 128. 

Henry VTL, conduct of, towards the Hugh Capet See Capet 
memory of his ‘predecessors, iiL 200 Hm^rians, ravages in Europe by the, 
and note 9. L 20— their ferocity towards the clergy, 

Henry I. of France, alleged laige army wte *— their conversion to Chris- 

levied by, L 24 note h — extent of au- tianity, iL 104 — their wars with the 

thority exercised by him, 137. Turks, 105-107. 

Henry L the Showier, elected emperor Hungary, kmgs and chiefs o£ See An- 
of Germany, ii. 67— his scheme for im- drew, Corvinus, Hunniades, Ladislaus, 

proving his territories, tb. note d. Louis of Hungary, Sigismimd, Uladis- 

Hemy IL of Bavaria, elected emperor laus. 

of Germany, ii. 68. Hungerfbrd(Sir Thomas), elected speaker, 

Hon-^ in. of Germany, imperial influ- iiL 68. 
ence extended by, IL 68— instances of Hunniades (John), heroic career of, iL 
his exercise of absolute power, 69, 105. 106— his death, 106. 

95— his judicious nomination of }^pes. Hubs (John), burned to death, iL 102 — 
18;L characteristics of his schism and his 

Henry IV. of Germany, primaiy cause followers, iiL 389 and note 390. 
of the misfortunes of, ii. 69 — con- 
spiracy against him during his in- Innocent III., persecution of the Albi- 
fancy, 70, note ii — ^his abduction by geois by, i. 28 — his ambitious policy, 

Hanno, ib.— his excommunication and 379— his significant production of the 

its consequences, ih. and note “—his will of Henry VL of Germany, 381 — 

remains insulted by Rome, 71 — zeal — ^position of the Italian dties towards 

of the cities in his cause, 90— his con- him, ib.— use made by him of his 

tests with Gregory VIL, 184, 185— his guardianship of Frederic EE., 385— in- 
humiliation by Gregory, 186 — the crease of temporal authority under 

tables turned, 187 — animosity of Gre- him, 416— his accession to the papal 

gory's successors towards him, 187, chair, ii, 195 — extravagance of his 

188. prete&iona, 196 — his scheme of uni 

Henry V. of Germany, accession and versal arbitration, 197 — his decrees 
death of, iij|7l— privilege granted by and interdicts. 199 — his interference 
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udtih the Oenmn emperors, 200— iis 
rfatTn to Bominate bishops, 212 — 
cause of his anger with the chapter of 
Poitiers, 213 — ^he levies taxes on the 
clergy, 216— his pretext for exercising 
juiisdictioii, 220 — he exempts the 
clergy from criminal process, 221 — 
his arrogance eclipsed by Boniface 
Vin,, 228. 

Innocent IV., ontrageous proceedings of, 
against Frederic il-, i. 391 — ^his con- 
duct towards Frederic's successors, 
393 — ^he quarters Italian priests on 
England, n. 213 — height of papal 
tyranny during his pontificate, 217— 
his disposal of the crown of Portugal, 
231 mte S— anecdote of Mm, 238, 
note ^ 

Innocent VI. elected pope, ii 242. 

Interdicts, ii. 172, 260 note 3, and 261. 
See Papal Power. 

Ireland a mediaeval slave depdt, iii. 316 
and noU d. 

Irene, dethronement of Constantine V. 
by, L 122— Leo Ill.'s project of mar- 
na^ between her and Charlemagne, 
ib. 

Isabel of Bavaria (queen of Charles VI.), 
infamous conduct of, towards her hus- 
band, i. 69— her hatred of Arxnaguac, 
and its consequences, 72— joins in the 
treaty with Henry V., 76. 

Isabel of France, marries Edward IL of 
England, L 45. 

Isabella of Castile. See Ferdinand H. 

Isidore, publication of the False Decretals 
of; ii. 166 — their character and oMect, 
166, 167 and riotes— authority accorded 
to them by G-ratiaa, 203. 

Italy, occupied by the Ostrogoths, L 1 
—its subjection by the Lombardy 8— 
conquests of Pepm and Charlemagne, 
9— its king Bernard, 14 — its state 
at the end of the ninth century, 355 
— authorities referred to for its history, 
ib. note— its monaxchs Berenger L and 
IL, 357 and nete ®— assumption of 
power W Otho the Great, %b. — execu- 
tion of Crescentitis by Otho HI., 369— 
election and subsequent troubles of 
Ardoin, tb.— conditiou of its people 
under Henry IL, 360 — cause of Its sub- 
jection to German princes, tb.— acces- 
sion of Conrad IL, emd consolidation 
of Germanic influences, 360, 361 — ^its 
Greek provinces, 361, 362— Incursions 
and successes of die l^oimaus, 362-364 
— ^progress of the Lombard cities [see 
Lombards]— accession of Frederic Bar- 
barossa, 370 [see Frederic 1.]— cause 
of the decadence of Italy, 377, 378— 
its domestic manners, iiL 342, 344. 

Jacquerie, insurrectioa of tbe, i. 58, and 
note, k. 

James LL of Araacou. renounces the Si- 


JOHN n. 

cilian crown, i 485— invested with tha 
Sardinian crown, ii. 231, note 3. 

Jane of Havarre, treaty entered into oi. 
behalf of, i, 45— betrayal of her cause 
by the duke of Burgundy, 47 — she re* 
covers Navarre, ib, note 3. 

Janizaries, institution of the, ii. 137. 

Jerome of Prague, burned to death, ii. 

102 . 

Jerusalem, fotmdation of the kingdom o£, 
L 38— its conquest by Saladin, 40— 
restored to the Christians by the Sara- 
cens, 41 — oppressive system of mar- 
riages there, under the feudal system 
180— title of the kings of Naples to 
sovereignty over it, 386 note d. 

Jews, wealth amassed and persecutions 
endured by the, L 209— their early 
celebrity as usurers, ib. note "b— their 
final expulsion from France, 210 and 
note d— ordinances against them, 222 
— exorbitant rates ^d by them in 
England, iL 320— their massacre by the 
Pastoureaux, iii. 297 — their liability to 
maltreatment, 305— barbarous customs 
regarding them, i6. note— the Jew- 
drowning story, 306 note “ — ^their early 
money dealings, 338 — toleration vouch- 
safed to them, ib. — decline of their 
trade, 339 — their addiction to coin- 
dippmg, 369 note K 

Joan of Arc, character, successes, and 
fate of, i. 79, 80— her betrayer, 847iotef 
—her name and birthplace, 143-^eat 
merit of Southey's poem, ib. 

Joanna of Naples, married to Andrew of 
Hungary,! 486— her husband’s murder 
imputed to her, ib. and note 9 — she 
dies hy violence, 487. 

Joanna IL of Naples, and her favourites, 
L 489 — her vacillation relative to her 
successors, 490— puts Caraccioli to 
death, 4g] note. 

John L of Castile, accession of, ii. 15— 
his merited defeat Iqr the Portuguese, 
16. 

John IL of Castile, wise government by 
the guardians of; during his infancy, 
ii. 15, 16— he disj^ces aiod destro;^ 
favourite Alvaro de Luna, 16, 17— his 
death, 17— its results, 58. 

John (king of England), cited before 
Philip Augustus, i. 26— results of Ms 
contumacy, 27— singular fines levied 
by Mm, iL 320— his rapacity, 326 and 
note *1 — Magna Charia, 326, 329 — 
carious instance of the unpopularity of 
his name, iiL 65 note t. 

John L of France, birth and death of, i 
46 and note *. 

John n of Prance, character L 53— 
taken prisoner at Poiriers, 56— bestows 
his dan^ter on Charles of Navarre^ 
67— fiubmits to the peace of Bretigni, 
59— his response to the citizens o1 
BocheUe, 63. 
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John of Procida, designs of, on Sicily, i. 
483— result of his intrigues, 484. 

John VIIL (pope), insolence of, towards 
Charles the Sat, iL 174 — ^asserts a right 
to nominate the emperor, ih. 

John XXII. (pope), claims supremacy 
over the empire, iL 235— his dispute 
with liouis of Bavaria, ib.- he per- 
secutes the Franciscans, 237— his im- 
mense treasures, 238— his imposts on 
the clergy, 238 note *. 

John XXriL (pope), convokes and is 
deposed by the council of Constance, 
iL243. 

Joinville (the chronicler), refuses to ac- 
company St Louis in his last crusade, 
i 42 note. 

Judith of Bavaria, marries Louis the De- 
bonair, L 16. 

Julianas betrayal of Spain to the Moors : 
credibility of the l^end, ii. 62-65. 

Jury. See Trial by J ary. 

Justice, administration of, under Charle- 
ms^ne, i. 238— various kinds of feudal 
jurisdiction, 239 — judicial privileges 
assigned to the owners of fiefs, 240 — 
cruel custom in Aragon, 241 note 9 
— trial by combat, 242, 243 and notes — 
the Establishments of St Louis, 244 — 
limitations on trial by combat, 245,246, 
247 note P— royal tribunals and their 
jurisdiction, 246— the court of peers, 
247— the parliament of Paris and its 
lawyers, 248— jurisdiction of the court 
of the palace, 336, 337 — ^its constitution, 

337 — ^imperial chamber of the empire, 
it 97— its functions and jurisdiction, 
98 — the sbe circles and the Aulic 
conndt dd — character of the king’s 
court in En^and, 336, 420-425 — ^im- 
portance of the ofBlce of chief justiciary, 
336 note ^—functions of the court of 
exchequer, 336 and Tiote *, 4^5— insti- 
tution of justices of assize, 337 — eater 
blishment of the court of common pleas, 

338— origm of the common law, 339— 
difference between the Anglo-Saxon 
and Anglo-Norman systems of juris- 
prudence, 339, 340 — complicated cha- 
racter of English laws, 341— necessity 
for a reformation of the statute-book, 
342 and note— jurisdiction of the kin^s 
councU, iiL 138-147, 249-257 — safe- 
goaa^d for the Independence of judges, 
152 note t— rarity of instances of ill<^l 
condemnation, 156-168 — origin and 
jurisdiction of the court of chancery, 
241-249. 

tong’s council (England), jurisdiction of 
the, iiL 138— its composition, ib.— its 
eneroac^iments, 140 — ^limitations on its 
power, 141— remonstrances of tne 
commons, ib.— its legislative status, 
143— its firequent junction with the 
lords' house, 144^146 and notes— views 


LAWS. 

of Sir F. Palgrave on the snl^tect 
249-257. 

Enlghthood. See Chivalry. 

Knights Templars, institution of tha 
order of, L 40 — their large possessionu 
and rap^ty, ib. and note “—question 
of their guilt or innocence, 138, 139 — 
Count Pnrgstall’s charges a^inst them, 
139-142 — ^Kaynouard’s attempted re- 
futation, 142— their estates and re- 
markable influence in Spam, iL 8. 

Koran, characterisucs of the, u. 114-117. 

Labourers, amount of wages paid to, iiL 
372, 373— degree of comfort thereby 
indicated, 373, 374 and notes. 

Ladislaus of Naples, accession of, L 488 
displayed by bun, 4S9— his 

La^laus of Hungary, defeat of the par- 
tisans of, ii. 105 — his accession to the 
throne, ib . — ^his death, ib . — suspicions 
relative thereto, 106 note. 

Lambertazzi (Imilda de), pathetic story 
of, L 402. 

Lancaster (duke of), ascendency of, over 
Edw. IIL ilL 65 — ^his anibiuooj pro- 
jects, ib . — cause of his retirement from 
court, 68 — he curries favour with the 
coromous, 65 and note t— bis quarrel 
with Arundel and Gloucester, 74— his 
marriage with Katherine Swiueford, 
ib.— his antenuptial children by ber, 
75— conduct of Bichard IL on his 
death, 80. 

Lancastrians and Yorkists, wars of the, 
iiL 197. 

Lando (Michel di), cause of the eleva- 
tion of, L 435— his just exercise oi 
power, 436— sent into exile, 438- 

Lmdwehr, antlquHy of the, L 263 note 

Lanftano (archl^op), arrogant conduct 
o^ iL 305 note h. 

Languages, difficulty of accounting for 
the change of, L 284, 285— prmciples 
deducible from difference of language, 
290, 29L 

Languedoc, spread of the Albigensiau he- 
resy in, L 28 and note— devastation 
of the country by the papal forces, 28 
29 and notes— its cession to the crown 
of France, 29 — ^its provincial assembly, 
234. 

Latimer (lord), impeached by the com- 
mons, iiL 56— their further tactics re- 
garding him, 59. 

Latin tongue, corruption of the, liL 276. 
See Learning. 

Laura (Petrarch’s mistress). See Pe- 
trarch. 

Laws, characteristics of; at certain periods 
1 . 297— study of the civil law, liL 414— 
fame of4<the Bolognese school, 415— 
necessity for legal knowledge in mei 
difflval magistrates, 416— unpopulanty 
of the Roman law in England 417— 
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ike^ect of the elder civilians, 418, 419 
and iwrte *. See Jnstloe. 

Learning, causes of the dedine ill. 
270— neglect of pagan literature by the 
early Chnstiaos, 273— blitting in- 
fluence of superstition and asceticisni, 

274— corruption of the Latin tongue, 

275— rules observed in its pronuncia- 
tion, 276-278— errors of the ponulace, 
278 — cl^ges wrought by the ItaJians 
and French, 279, 280— neglect of quan- 
tity, 281— specimens of verses by St. 
Augastm and olhers, 282-284 nates — 
change of latin into Romance, 283 — 
Italian corruptions of the Latin, 285 — 
effect of the disuse of Latin, 286— igno- 
rance of various sovereigns, id. notes — 
extent of Charlemagne’s and Alfred’s 
learning, 286 and note fc-ignorance of 
the clergy, 287, 288, and notes— scarcity 
of hooks, 289 and note P — erasure of 
zuanuscripts, 289 — lack of eminent 
learned men, t5.— John Scotos and 
Silvester II., 290 and note ‘’—preserva- 
tive effects of rehgion on the Latm 
tongue, 291-293— non-exiatence of librar 
ries, 292, note— prevalence of supersti- 
tions, 293-295— revival of literature, j 
413— study of civil law, 414-419— estar ^ 
blishment of puhUc schools, 419— 
Abelard and the university of Paris, 
■420, 421— Oxford university and its 
founders, 422, 423, and notes— rapid 
increase of universities, 423-^6— causes 
of their celebrity, 425 — spread of the 
scholastio philosophy, 426— its eminent 

utants, 427— imnence of Aristotle 
of the church, 429, 430— unprofit- 
ableness of the scholastic discussions, 
430, 431— labours of Rc^r Bacon and 
Albertus Mt^ns, 432 and note \ 433 — 
cultivation of the new languages, 433 
— the tronhadours and their woduc- 
tions, 434r436 — origm of the French 
language, 436— early French composi- 
tions, 437, 438— Norman tales and ro- 
mances, 439 — ^the Roman de la Rose, 
449— French prose writing 441, 442 
and notes— formation of the Spani^ 
langu^: the Old, 442, 443, and notes 
—rapid growth of the Italian langi^e, 
443, 444— excuses of Italians for writing 
in French, 445, note ^Dante and his 
Iftvine Comedy, 445-449 — ^Petrarch and 
his writings, 449-462— dawn of the 
Fn gliah tongue, 452 — ^Layamon’s Bmt, 
453 and note it— Robert of Gloucester 
and other metrical writers, 453— merit 
of Piers Rowman’s Vision, 454— cause 
of the slow progress of the Engli^ 
language, {&.— earliest compositions in 
En ^iflh, 455— pre-eminence of Chaucer, 
456— revival of classical learning, 457 
— emineut cultivators th^of, 458 — in- 
rantion of paper, 459 — transcribers and 
booksdlers, ih. note *— rarity and dear- 


LOMBARDS. 

ness of books, 460— recovery of claesicfA 
manuscnpts, 461— eminent labonreri 
in this field, 462, 463— revival of the 
study of Greek, 465, 466— state ol 
learning in Greece, 466 — services ren- 
dered by the mediaeval Greeks, 467-4$9 
and notes— opposition to the study of 
Greek at O:rtord, 470 — fkme due to 
Eton and 'Winchester schools, tb.— 
invention of printing, 471— jQxst books 
issued from the press, tb.— first print, 
ing presses in Italy, 472— elucidatory 
note on the state of learning in the dark 
ages, 474-476 — Dr. MaitlSid’s views 
thereon, 476-479— earliest use of the 
English language in puhUc documents, 
484-486. 

Legislation under the early French WTi g a , 
i. 212— the “Champ de Mars” or 
Field of March, 213, 214— participation 
of the people in legislative proceedings, 
214, 333-336— Cbarlemagne^s legislative 
assemblies, 215— cessation of national 
assemblies, 218 — assemblies of the 
barons, 219— the cours pl^niferes, 22o— 
limitation of the king’s power, 221— 
substitutes for legislative authority, 
ih , — ecclesiastical councils and their 
encroachments, 222— general l^isla- 
tion, when first practised, i&.— increase 
of the legislative power of the crown, 
and its causes, 223, 224— convocation 
of <ihe States-Gen«»l, 224— constitu- 
tion of the Saxon witenagemot, ii 279 — 
Anglo-Norman legislation, 322, 323 and 
note— prerogatives of the crown, 410 — 
custom of me Anglo-Saxon kings, 412.. 
See Justice, Parliament, States-GeneraL 

Leo the Great deposes Hilary, ii. 161, 
naU^. 

Leo ni. invests Charlenu^e with the 
imperial insignia, L 11— his design of 
marrying Charlamagne to Irene, 122— 
Charlemagne’s authority over him, ii 
182. 

Leo VIII. confers on the emperor the 
ri^t of nominating popes, iL 182 and 
note *. 

Leo IX. leads his army in person, i, 363 

I — devotion of bis conquerors towards 

him, 363, 364. See Papal Power. 

Leon, foundation of the kingdom of, ii. 3 
—its king killed in battle, 4— its union 
with Castile, 9. 

Leopold of Austria defeated by the Swiss, 
iL 109. 

i Libraries in the fourteenth and fifteenth 

I centuries, iiL 460, 461, and nous. 

\ Literature. See Learning. 

Lollards, rise of the, lii. 388— their re- 
s^blance to the Puritans, 389. 

Lombards, original settlement of the, i. 
8 and note t — extension of their doiui- 
nions, ib.— defeated by Pepin and 
Charlemagne, 9— their mode of legis. 
lating, 212— position of their Roman 
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subjects, 295— progress of their cities, 
365— frequency of wars between them, 
th.— acquisition of territories by them, 
368— demo(jratic tyranny of the lar^r 
cities, 369— destruction of Lodi by Qie 
IMilanese, ib. and note « — courage of 
the citizens of Como, 3Y0 — exclusion of 
royal palaces firom Lombard cities, ib. 
—siege and subjugation of Mil an by 
Frederic Barbarossa, 371, 372— efforts 
of the Milanese to re^n their freedom, 
372— destruction of Milan, 373— league 
of the Lombard cities, 374— defeat and 
flight of Barbarossa, 376— peace of Con- 
stance, 376 — their successful resistance 
a lesson to tyrants, 376, 377— their 
wars with Frederic IL, 387 — party 
nature of these stru^les, 388— arrange- 
ment of the Lombard cities, 388, 389 — 
chequered results of their conflicts with 
bYederic, 390— their papal supporters, 
1^.— causes of their success, 392— their 
means of defence, 394, 395— internal 
government their cities, 395 — revival 
of the oflBice of podesU, 396— position 
of aristocratic offenders amongst them, 
397— duties and disabilities or the po- 
dest&i 397, 398— their internal dissen- 
sions, 398, 399— artisan dubs and aris- 
tocratic fortifications, 400 — ^vindictive- 
ness of conquerors of all classes, 401 — 
iaflammatory nature of private quarrels, 
and thdr disastrous results, 402 — effect 
of Qiovanni di Vicenza's exhortations, 
403, 404— moral deducible from the 
fall of the Lombard republics, 408, 409 
—the Visconti m Lombardy, 464. See 
Visconti. 

Longduunp (William, bishop of Bly), 
constitutional precedent established by 
the banidunent of, ii. 325. 

London, early election of the magistrates 
of, iiL 219— its municipal mvisions, 
220— its first lofd mayor, 221— not ex- 
clusively a city of traders, 223— its 
extent and population, ib.— comparison 
with Paris, 224. 

tioria (B<^ di), naval successes of, i. 
484. 

Lothaire (son of Louis the Debonair), 
associated in power with his father, t 

15— his jealousy of his half-brother, 

16 — territories allotted to him, 16, 17, 
and notes ° P— cause of his excommuni- 
cation, tL 169, 170. 

Lothaire (duke of Saxony), elected em- 
peror of Germany, iL 7l and note P— 
failure of his scheme of succession, 72 
—the picture and couplet relative to 
his coronation, 195, note s, 

t>uis of Bavaria, emperor of Germany, 
iL 85 — his contest with the popes, 
234— he aids the Visconti, 236— he 
dies unabsolvedt236. 

Louis L (the Debonair) succeeds Charle- 
magne; his cruelty to his nephew, L 


LOUIS XI. 

14— his character, 15 — associates bis 
sons in power with him, tb.— his aeooad 
marine and its consequences, 16— 
enmity of the cleigy against him, ib.— 
his practice relative to the hearing of 
causes, 239, note h — his attempted de- 
sition by the bishops, ii. L55, 156— 
prohibits trial by ordeal iii. 295, 
note* 

Louis of Germany (son of the above) 
made kiug of Bavaria by his fether, 
L 15 — shf^ of empire allotted to him 
on his father’s death, 16. 

Louis IL (the Stammerer), conditions ex- 
acted by the French nobles from, 1 126. 

Louis IV. (“Outremer”) elected Idng, 
i. 128— ftilk’s saucy retort. iU. 286. 
rioted 

Louis V., L 18, 128. 

Louis VI., state of France at the acces- 
sion of, L 24— his contests with the 
Norman princes, 25 — ^his participation 
injudicial matters, 244, note 

Louis Vn., untoward marriage of, and 
its consequences, i. 25— confirms the 
rights of the clergy, 27— joins In the 
second crusade, 38— his submissivenesf 
to Borne, iL 223. 

Louis VIIL ojiposes Raymond of Tou- 
louse, L 29— issues an ordinance against 
the Jews, 222. 

Louis XX. (Saint Louis), accession of, L 
30— revolt of the barons against him, 
ib.— excellences of his chf^acter, his 
rare probity, &c., 31, 32— undue in- 
fluence exercised over him by his 
mother, 32— his superstition, 33 and 
note— he embarks in the crusades, 33 — 
calamitous results of his first crusade, 
41— bis second expedition and death, ib. 
—his Establishments, 222, 224, 244— 
his open-air administrations of justice, 
244— the Pragmatic Sanction and its 
provisions, iL 214 and note— his snb- 
missivenesB to the church, 226— his 
restraint on the church holding land, 
227 and note. 

Louis X. (Louis Hutin), accession and 
death of, L 46— treatment of his queen 
and family by Philip the Long, 46— his 
edict for me abolition of sendom, 202 
— ^he renounces certain taxes, 227. 

Louis XL, accession of, i. 86— his cha- 
racter and policy, 86, 87 — bestows 
Normandy on his brother as an appan- 
age, 88— and then deprives him of it, 
89 — grants pensions to the 
king and his nobles, 89, 90— his con- 
tests with Charles of Buxgundy, 90, 91, 
and wotes— and with Mary of Buigundy, 
94, 95, and notes— Ms last sickness and 
its terrorb, 96— his belief in relics, 97 
and note— court boast relative to Mi 
encroachmejits, 236 — civic liberty en- 
couraged by him, 362— he repeals the 
Pragmatic Sanction, iL 255— his peopU 



iJsnDEX* 


505 


LOUIS Xn. ( MILITABr, 

oppose the repeal, xb . — bis treatment j concerning, ii. 208 — dispensations ani 
cf <^r<iiTia.T Balue, 268, note their abuses, ib. 


Louis XIL See Orleans. 

Louis of Hungary invades Naples, i. 486. 

Louis of Anjou adopted by Joanna of 
Naples, L 487>-his death, 488. 

Ixiiiis IL of Anjou and Naples, acces- 
sion of, L 488--8ubdued by Ladis- 
laus, ib. 

Louis IIL of Anjou and Naples called in 
by Joanna iL, L 489 — his doubtful | 
prospecte, and death, 491. 

Lucius U. (pope), cause of the death of, 
L416. 

Luna (Alvaro de), influence exercised 
by, u. 16~dis^ed and beheaded, 
17— law on which his opponents re- 
lied, 38. 

Luna (Antonio de) assassinates the arch- 
bishop of Saragossa, iL 41. 

Luna (Frederic count of) clahns the 
throne of Aragon, ii 41— care taken of 
his interests by the court, ib. 

Luna (Peter de). See Benedict XIIL 

Lupus Servatus, literary performances 
of, ilL 476, wOe *. 

Luxemburg (John of), execution of pri- 
soners of war by, I. 84— betrays Joan 
of Arc to the English, ih. note C 


Magna Charta. See England. 

Mahomet the prophet. See Mohammed. 

Mahomet IL attacks the Venetians, 1. 
493— his success, 495 — ^failure of his 
assault upon Belgrade, IL 106— he cap- 
tures Constantinople, 136 — ^unrealised 
schemes for his expulsion, 136, 137 — 
his European successes and reverses, 
138— .(Eneas Sylvius’s odd proposal, ib. 
note. 

Mandats and their abuses, ii. 212. 

Manfred, brave retention of the imperial 
throne by, L 392— killed, 406. 

Monicheans. See Beligious Sects. 

Manners, See Gbivaliy, Domestic Life, 
Leaniin^ Supeistitiou. 

Manufactures. See Trade. 

Manuscripts. See Learning. 

Marcel (magistrate of Paris), why assas- 
sinate^ L 232. 

March (Boger, earl of) opposes the duke 
of Lancaster, iiL 66— his significant po- 
licy, 67 — ^his popularity with the par- 
Uameut, 66—^ exclusion from the 
throne, 82, 194— clemency of Henry V. 
towards him, 194. 

Margaret of Aijou married to Henry VT., 
iiL 98— consequences of her impolicy, 
194, 197. See Henry VL 

Marineri 6 compass, tradition of the in- 
vention of iiL 332, 333. 

Maritime iawa of early tim^, iiL 333— 
prevalence of piracy, 334 — hsw of re- 
prisals, 335. 

Marriages, captidrius dea ees of the popes 


Martin (prince of Aragon) marries the 
queen of Sicaly, i. 490— ms death, ib. 

Martin (king of Aragon) succeeds to his 
son*s Sicilian dominions, L 493— con- 
tests for the Aragonese throne at his 
death, ii. 39. 

Martin V. elected pope, iL 246— he con- 
vokes the cotmcil of Pavia, 247— his 
anger at the English statute of praemu- 
nire, 251, note y— his concordat with 
E ngland, 261— powers reserved to him 
by the German concordats, 252, 253 
— ^rejection of his concordat by France, 
264. 

Mary of Burgundy. See Burgundy. 

Matilda (countess) bequeaths her domi- 
nions to Eome, i. 380. 

MatthiaA Corvmus. See Corvinus. 

Maximilian of Austria marries Mary of 
Burgundy, i. 96— becomes kmg of the 
Ilomans, li. 89 and notes— ascends the 
Gennan throne, 94— he extinguishes 
the robber-nobles, 96— institutes the 
Aulic council, 99— extent of the empire 
at his accession, 100. 

Mayor of the palace, importance of the 
office of, L 6, 113-116, 167. See Charles 
Martel, Pepin Heristsd, Ebroin. 

Medici (Salvestro de’) proposes to miti 
gate toe severity of the law in Flo- 
rence, i. 434— rise of his femily, 498— 
character of Giovanni, ib. and note- 
banishment and recall of Cosmo, 499— 
his death : his son Piero, 60&— death oi 
Julian : popularity and princely career 
of Lorenzo, 601— his bankruptcy re- 
paired at toe cost of toe state, 502 and 
note — ^his title to esteem, 603. 

Mendicant friars, first appearance of the, 
ii. 206— success of their preachings, 
206— their extensive privileges, 206. 
207, and notes. 

Mercenary troops. See Military Syfr 
terns. 

Merovingian dynasty, character of the 
tunes during which it ruled, L 6— 
chronological sketch of its career, 118- 
120 . 

Middle ages, period comprised under toe 
term, iiL 269. 

Milan, resolute conduct of the people of 
in the choice of a bitoop, L 366 and 
note y— its si^ by IVederic L, 372 — 
destruction of toe dty, 373— its sta- 
tistics in toe 13th centuty, 393— its 
public works, 394— creation of the 
duchy of Milan, 412— lax conduct of 
the Milanese clergy, iL 187, note 8. See 

Military systems of toe middle ages, 
character of toe En^h troo]^ at 
Crecy, Poitiers, and Azincouri^ L 65, 
77 — disadvanta^ of feudal obligations 
bi long campaigns, 262 — substitution ol 
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MOCENIGO. 

mercenaries, 264 — Canute's soldiersi 
aiut his institutes respecting them, 264 
and note E— the mercenaries of the 
Anglo-Norman kings, 266— advantages 
of mercenary troops, i&.— high rate of 
pay to English soldiers, 77 and note t, 
266— establishment of a regular force 
by Charles VIL, 267 — mihtary re- 
sources of the Italian cities, 467 — 
importance of their carroccio, 467 and 
note d — their foreign auxiliaries, 468 — 
aims and armour, 469 and note k — citi- 
zens excused from service, 469— com- 
panies of adventurers: Guarmeri’s sys- 
tematic levies, 471 — spirited refusal of 
tribute by Florence, 472 — Sir John 
Hawkwood’s career [see Hawkwood] 
— eminent Italian generals and their 
services, 474, 475— probable first in- 
stance of half-pay, 475 and wote“— 
small loss of liie in mediaeval warfare, 
476, 477, and notes— long bows and 
cross bows, 477, 478— advantages and 
disadvantages of armonr, 478 — ^intro- 
dnction of gunpowder, 479 — clumsiness 
of early artillery and firearms, 480— 
increased cadency of infkntry, 481. 

Mocenigo (doge), dying prophecy of, i. 
465, 466, and note. 

Moguls, ravages of the, iL 131— their ex- 
ploits under Timur, 133. 

Mohammed, advent of; ii. 114— state of 
Arabia at the time, 116— dearth of 
materials for his l^tory, ib. note— 
diaracteiistics of his writings, 115, 116 
— his knowledge of Christianity whence 
derived, 116, woffl “—martial spirit of 
his system, 117, 118— career of his fol- 
lowers. Abhassides, Moors, Otto- 
mans, Saracens, Turks. 

Monarchy In France, character of the, i 
217, note— means hy which it became 
absolnte, 223— its power of enacting 
laws unlimited, 229, yiote K 

Monasteries, cultivation of waste lands 
by, iL 142 — ^less pure sources of in- 
come, 144— their exemption from epis- 
copal control, 168 and note £— preserva- 
tion of books by them, hi. 292— extent 
of their charities, 302 and wots— vices 
of their Inmates, 303 — their anti-social 
influence, 304 — their c^cultural exer- 
tions, 360 and note. 

M<m^, hi^ interest paid for, iiL 337 — 
establismuent of paper credit, 339 and 
note 'b— banks of Italy, 340— securities 
for public loans, 341 — changes in the 
value of money, 366-369 — comparative 
table of value, 370, note. See Coining. 

Montagu (minister of Charles VI), arrest 
of, L 68, note *, 

Muntfort ^imon de), heads the crusade 
iigainst the Albigeois, L 29. 

Montfort (Simon de, earl of Leicester^, 
his writs of suBunons to the towns of 
England iiL 27^ 


NEU8TR1A. 

Montfort (ally of Edward UL) obtaim 
the duchy of Britany, L 99. 

Moors, successes of the Spaniards against 
the, ii. 3— victories of Alfonso VL, 5— 
Cordova taken from them, 9 -its fabu- 
lous extent and wealth, tb. note 
cause of their non-expulsion trom 
Spain, 10, 11. 

Mosheim, error of, relative to Louis IX., 
1 33, note *. 

Mowbray (earl of Nottingham and duke 
of Norfolk), made lord appellant, hi 
72— he espouses the king s interest, 74 
—his quarrel with Bohugbroke and its 
results, 79, 80 and note \ 

MumcipM institutions of the Eoman 
provmcial cities, i. 338— importance of 
the office of defensor civitatis, 340— 
duties appertaining to it, 340— respon- 
sibilities of the decurions, 341— the 
senatorial orders, 342-344— civic posi- 
tion of the Frank bishops, 346— muni- 
cipal government of the Frank cities, 
345-347 — corporate towns of Spain, 347 
—of France, 348— their struggles for 
freedom, 348, 349— early independence 
of the Flemish and Dutch cities, 340 
—origin of the French communes, 350» 
351— growth of the bmgages, 352 — 
policy of Louis XL relative to civic 
hherty, rb.— Italian mumcipakties, 363, 
364 [see Lombards]— free cities of 
Germany [see Germany]. See Parliar 
ment. Towns. 

Murder, gradation of fines levied as 
punishment for, amor^t the Franks, 
L 150, 151, and notes, 198 and note % 
281— rates of compensation amongst 
the Az^lo-Saxons, iL 275. 


Naples subjugated by Eoger Gaiscaid, L 
363, 364— contest for its crownbetween 
Manfred and Charles of Aqjon, 406 — 
mnrder of the rightful heir by Charles, 
407— B^emes relative to the severance 
of Sicily, 483 [see Sicily]— accession 
of Eohert, 485— queen Joanna and her 
murdered husband, 486 and note 
Liouis of Apjou and Charles IIL, 488— 
reign of Louis U., ib.— ambition of the 
young king Ladislaus, 489 — his deativ 
i&._joanna IL, her vices and her fa- 
vourites, 489, 490, and 491, — career 
of Alfonso, 492 [see Alfonso V.>- 
invasion of the kingdom by John ol 
Calabria, 494— bis failure, ib —Ferdi- 
nand secnr^ on the throne, 496 — hi^ 
odious rule, 603. 

Navarre, origin of the kingdom of, iL S 4. 

Neustria, extent of the dominions sc 
termed, 1, 6, note its peculiar features 

as distinguished from Austrasia, 118 — 
when fi(S8t erected into a kingdom, 118 
and note — destruction of its lndeptn< 
dence, 120. 
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NEVIL. 

N'evU (lord) impeached by the commons, 
m.S6. 

Uicolas IL (pope), iimovations introduced 
by, ii, 183. 

NoDility, origin of, in France, i. 157, 168 
and note, 189— privileges conferred on 
the class, 191 — consequences of marri- 
age with plebeians, 192— letters of 
nobility when first granted, 193 -dif- 
ferent orders, and nghts belongmg to 
each, 194— their gallows distinctions, 
i&. note their nght to coin money, 
206, 206— to levy private war, 207— 
characteristics of the early Frank no- 
bility 309-312— excesses of the Floren- 
tine jobility, 423, 424— turbulence of 
the Spani^ nobles, ii. 13 — contests of 
the German nobles with the cities, 91, 
92— rural nobility, how supported, 94, 
96— their career, how checked, 95 — 
source of the influence of the English 
nobility, iit 165— their patron^e of 
robbers, 169— German robber lords, 314 
—legislative provmce of the English 
nobi^ [see Parliament]. 

Norfolk (earl and duke of). See Bigod, 
Mowbray. 

Nonnans, piratical pursuits of the, i 20 
—their plan of warfare, 21 — suffering 
of the clergy at their hands,^ 22 — their 
conversion and settlement in France, 
id.— terror excited by their audacity, 
13^ 135— beneficial effects of their] 
conversion, 135— their incursions into i 
Italy, 363 and note “—successes of! 
their leaders, 363, 364 — their invasion 
of England [see England]. 

Nottingham (earl of). See Mowbray. 


Oaths, paj^ dispensations from, ii. 210 
—notime instances thereof, ih. note 

Odo (archbishop). See Dunstan. 

Oleron, laws of, iii. 334. 

Ordeals, nature of, iii. 294, 295— stories 
of queens £hnnxa and Cunegunda, 295, i 
fiote y— instance of a failure of the 
water ordeal and its consequences, ii. 
339, note h. 

Orleans (Louis, duke of), alleged amours 
of, with queen Isabel, 69, note®— l<wes 
>!<« popularity,70 — his assassination and 
its probable causes, ib. ahd notes — 
commotions which ensued, 71, 72. 

Orleans ^uis, duke of, afterwards 
Louis Xll.) claims the r^ncy during 
the minority of Charles VlIL, i. 98 — 
instigates the convocation of the States- 
General, 236. 

Ostrogoths, occupation of Italy by the, 
i. 1 — annihilation of their dominion, 8 
— ^Boman jurisprudence adopted by 
them, 161. 

Othman. See Ottomans. ** 

Otho I. (the Great), benefits conferred 
upon Germany by, ii. 67. 


PAPAL. 

Otho IL and IIL chosen emperors of 
Germany, ii 67. 

Otho IV. aided by the Milanese, U 382— 
enmity of the ^pe towards him, 384— 
its consequences, ii. 76— obtains a dis- 
pensation from Innocent 111., 209— 
ri^ts surrendered by him to Innocent, 
211, 212 and note f. 

Ottoman dyn^ty, founded by Othman, 
ii. 132 — their European conquests, ib. 
—their reverses and revival under 
Amnrath, 134, 135— they capture Con- 
stantmople, 136— European alarm ex- 
cited thereby, institution of the 
Janizaries, 137— suspension of Ottoman 
conquests, 138. 

Oxford university. See Learning. 

Pagan superstitions, cause of the limited 
influence of, i 136. 

Palaces (royal), why excluded from 
Lombard cities, i 370. 

Palermo, foundation of silk manufacture 
in, lit 331. 

Palestine, commercial value of the set- 
tlements in, iiL 329. See Crusades. . . 

Pandects, discovery of the, iii. 414. 

Papal power, first germ of the^ ii. 158, 
169— preceded by the patriarchate, 
160— character of Gr^ory L, 161— his 
wary proceedings, 162 and notes — ccm- 
vocation of the synod of Frankfort by 
Boniface, 165, 166 and notes— effect 
produced by the False Decretals, 166, 
167, and notes, 22i— papal encroach- 
ments on the hierarchy, 167 — exemp- 
tion of monasteries from episcopal 
control, 168 and note «— kings com- 
pelled to succumb to papal supremacy, 
169— origin of excommunications, 170 
—helpless position of excommunicated 
persons, 171— interdicts and their dis- 
astrous consequences, 172— furth^ in- 
terference with regal rights by the 
popes, ib.— scandalous state of the 
wpa<^ in the tenth century, 174— Leo 
iX*8 reformatory efforts, 177— prero- 
gatives of the emperors relative to 
papal elections, 182— innovations of 
pope Nicolas Et., 183— election and 
death of Alexander IL, 184— career of 
Gregory VIL [see Gregory VIL}— 
contests of his successors with Senry 
IV. and V. of Germany, 188— Calixtus 
IL and the conconfot of Worms, ib . — 
papal opposition to investitures, 181, 
188, 189, and notes— abrogation of eo 
desiastii^ independence, 193— papal 
legates and their functions, 194 — Alex- 
ander III. and Thomas h> Becket, 196 
—career of Innocent XU. [see Innocent 
m.]— height of the papal power in the 
13th century, 202— promulgation of the 
canon law, 203— its analogy to the 
Justinian code, 204 and notes — eatab* 
tishment of the nietidicant friars, 205 
'9 
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—dispensations of marriage, 208 and 
m>tes---dispeii8ations from oaths, 210 — 
encroachments on episcopal elections, 
211'~and on ri^ts of patronage, 212 — 
mandats and their abnse, t&.~the 
Pragmatic Sanction, 214 and note—pre* 
texts for taxit^ the clergy, 216, 216 — 
clerical disaffection towards the popes, 
213 —progress of ecclesiastical jnrisdio 
tion, 2l9-22l--oppo8ition thereto by” 
England 222 and notes — ^fiaint opp(^* 
tion of France, 225 — career of Bonx&ce 
VUL [see Boniface VIII.]— decline of 
the papacy, 232— removal of the papal 
court to Avignon, 233— its contests 
with Louis of Bavaria, 234-^rowing 
resistance to the popes, 236— rajjacity 
of the Avimon popes, 237— participa- 
tion of the SYench kings in the plunder, 
233— independent conduct of England, 
<&. and Twtfis— return of the pooM to 
Rome, 240 — conte st b etween urban 
VL and Clement VIL, t6.— the two 
papal courts, 242— three contemporary 
popes, {&.— proceedings at the councils 
of Fisa, Constance, and Basle, 243 
[see Conndla}— reflections pertinent 
thereto, 248-251— effects of the- con- I 
oordat of Aschaffenbuig, 253— papal 
encroachments in Castile, 254— re- 
etraints thereon in France, 254-256— 
further limits on ecdesiastical juris- 
diction, 257-259 and notes— decline of 
papal influence in Italy, and its causes, 
259— despicable nature of later inter- 
dicts, 260, notft See Church, Clergy, 
Honasteries. 

P^ier from linen, when invented, iii. 459 
and note 3^. 

Paris, seditions at, L 66— defeatand haidi 
treatment of its citizens, 67 and notes — 
their fear of the Normans, 134 — ^popu- 
lation of the city in early times, iii. 
224 See Parliament of Paris. 

Parishes, origin oi^ ii. 144, and note '— 
their slow grow^, 146. 

Parliament of England, constituent ele- 
ments of the, liL 4— ri^t try which the 
spiritual peers sit, 4 5, 122 — earls and 
barons, 6, 6— theories of Selden and 
Madox, 6-9— tenants in chief in parlia- 
ment, 10, 11— first germ of representa- 
tion, 11, 12, and note •—county repre- 
sentation, 12— parliaments of Henry 
Xn., 13, 14, and Tiotes- kni^ts of the 
shire, how elected, 16-19— first sum- 
monii^ of towns to parliament, 27 
and note * — question of an earlier date 
discussed, 28-30 and notes— the fila- 
ment of Acton Burnell, 31, note ®— the 
Barnstaple petition, 32— cause of sum- 
monii^ deputies from borou^^, 35*37 
—division of parliament into two 
houses, 37— proper business of the 
house of commons, 38— complaint of 
the commons ^ 1309, 4C— rif^ts es- 


PARLIAMENT. 

tahlished by them, 42— their struggles 
%vith the king relative to taxation, 42-47 
—concurrence of both houses in legis- 
lation made necessary, 48— distinotioo 
between statutes and ordinances, 49-52 
— ^interference of parliament in matters 
of war and peace, 53, 54— right to in- 
quire into public abuses, 54 — increase 
of the power of the commons under 
Richard IL, 58— their protests against 
lavish expenditure, 69-61— success of 
their demands for accounts, 61— 5)old- 
ness of their remonstrances, 62-64 — 
they aid the duke of Lancaster, 65, 
note t — their charges against the earl 
of Suffolk, 67, 68 — submission ot 
Richard to their demands, 69-71— 
they come to an understanding with 
him. 73, 74— they fall under his dis- 
pleasure, 75 — servility of their sub- 
mission, 76-78 — ^necessity for deposing 
Richard, 80— cautious proceedings of 
parliament thereupon, 82, 83 — ^rights 
acquired by the commons during his 
reign, 83 — ^eir constitutional advances 
under the house of Lancaster, 84 — their 
exclusive right of taxation, 84-86 — 
their nght of granting and controlling 
supplies, 86— and to make same depend 
on redress of grievances, 86, 87 — es 
tablisbment of their le^latlve rights, 
87-88 — falsification of their intentions 
how accomplished, 88-90 — their fibrst 
petition in Engli^, 90 — introduction 
of bills, public and private, 91, 92 — 
legislative divisions of king, lords, and 
commons, 92, note b — ^parliamentary 
interference with royal expenditure, 93 
—limitations laid on Henry IV., 93, 94 
— ^re-establishment of a good under- 
standing with him, 96— harmony be- 
tween Henry V. and the parliament, 
96— parliamentary advice sought on 
public affairs, 97— their right to im- 
peach ministers, 98 — ^Henry VI.’s mode 
of evading Suffolk’s impeachment, 99 
— assertion of the privilege of parlia- 
ment, 100 — cases of Lark and Clerke 
tb,— principles involved In Thorp’s 
case, 101 — ^infringements on ILherty of 
spee^*, 102 — ^privilege of originating 
money-bills, 103-106— the three estates 
of the realm, 105, note b— course of 
proceeding on other bills, 106, 107— 
instance of excess of privilege, 108 — 
contested elections and proceedings 
thereon, 109, 110— county franchise, in 
whom vested, ill and irto«e— represen- 
tation of towns, 111, 112— partial omis- 
sioE of boroughs, 113, 114, and notes-~ 
reluctance of boroughs to send mem- 
bers, 115 — ^in whom the right to vow 
was vested, 116, 117, and note “— 
status the members, 117— exclusion 
of lawyers from the commons’ house, 
118— meoabers originally cccnpelled w 
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PABLIAMEKTS. 

be residents, 118, ai9~election irregu- 
larities and crown interference, 120, 
121 — constitution of the house of lords, 

121 — qualification of spiritual barons, 

122— barons by writ, 123-126 and nates 
—distinction between barons and ban- 
nerets, 126-129— creation of peers by 
statute and by patent, 129, 130— clergy 
summoned to send representatives, 
131-138 — ^remonstrances of the com- 
mons against the encroachments of the 
council, 140-142. 

Parliament of Paris, constitution and 
sittings of the, L 248— progress of its 
jurisdiction, 250 — enregistration of 
roy^ decrees confided to it, 261— its 
spirited conduct in reference thereto, 
<b.— interference of the Wigs with its 
privileges, 251— establishment of its 
independence by Louis XL, 262— its 
claims on the respect of posterity, ib. 
— important ordinance of Charles V., 

iii. 152, note t. 

Paschal II. (pope), opposition to investi- 
tures by, ii. 18Y, note >, and 189, note® 
—his animosity against Henry IV. of 
Germany, 188. 

Pastoureaux. See Superstitions. 

Panlicians. See Religions ^cts. 

Pauperism, slavery ^osen as a refuge 
jQrom the miseries of, i. 328. 

Pecocke (bishop), character of, iit 389, 
notei. 

Peers of England. See Nobility, Parlia- 
ment 

Peers of Prance, oririnal constitution of 
the, 1 . 249. 

Pelagius IL and the bishop of Arles, ii 
164. 

Pembroke (William, earl of), resolute 
defiance or Henry UL hy, iii. ] 64. 

People, state of the, temp. Charlemagne 
and his successors, i 18, 19, et seq.— 
their lawlessness, iii. SOY — their general 
immorality, ib, 

Pepin Heristal, usurpation of supremacy 
by, i Y— his influence over the destinies 
of Prance, IIY— he restores the national 
council, 215. 

Pepin (son of Charlei Hartel) deposes 
Childeric HI., i 8 — ascends the tinrone, 
ib.— subdues the liombards, 9— his le- 
gislative assemblies, 215. 

P^uiy, prevalence of, in the middle 
ages, iii. 309. 

Pexrers (Alice). See Edward UL 

Peter the Great compared with Charle- 
magne, i. 13. 

Peter the Cruel, succession of crimes 
perpetrated by, ii I4r— his apologists, 
ib. and note — his discomfltore and 
death, 15. 

Peter the Hennit See Crusades. 

Peter IL of Aragon surrend^ his king- 
dom to the pope, ii. 200, 2^ 

Petoe UL of Aragon assists John of Pn>. 


pnucr. 

dda, i. 483— he accepts the crown of 
Sicily, 484. 

Peter IV. of Aragon, character and reign 
of, ii. 39 — consequences of his attempts 
to settle the crown on his daughter, ib. 

Petoarch on the state of Prance In 1360. 
i 69, ru>te — ^his extravagant views re- 
lative to Rome, 4i8,note — his persona! 
characteristics, iii 449 and note ®.— his 
great popularity, 450— his goldsmith 
host, ib. note £ — his passion for Laura, 
451— character of his poetry, 462 and 
note — ^his efforts for the preservation 
of manuscripts, 461— was Laura mar- 
ried or single? 482-484. 

Philip Augustus, accession of, i. 26— he 
cites John kmg of England before him, 
tb.— deprives the English crown of its 
French possessions, 2Y— joins in the 
third crusade, 40 — his request to an 
abbot relative to coinage, 206— pope 
Gregory’s menaces towards him,ii 192 
his fear of Innocent IIL, 19Y— takes 
hack his repudiated wife, 199. 

Philip^ ni. (the Bold), accession of, i. 42 
— ^nis conduct towards the archbishon 
of Lyons, 46 — ^he taxes the clergy, ii. 
219, note “ 

Phili]^ rv. (the Fair), accession of, L 43— 
policy adopted by him, ib.— his resent 
ment against the Englidi Wng, ib 
note— his fraudulent conduct towards 
him, 44— successful resistance of the 
Flemings against his attacks, 44 and 
note his further acquisitions, 44, 
and siege of Lyons, 45— -daims a right 
to debase the coin, 206, note 9 — bis 
character accordtog to Guizot, 224, note 
—he convokes the States-General, 225 
and note — his motives m embodying 
the deputies of towns, 226— he taxes 
the clergy, ii. 228— he arrests the pope’s 
legate, 230— he bums the pope's hulls, 
ib. — retaliation of the pope, 231 — ^his 
stratagem against the pope, 232— its 
consequences, ib. 

Philip V. (the Long), assumption of the 
r^ency of France by, i. 45— violates 
his treaty with his brother’s widow, 46 
— Salic law confirmed in his reign, 48 
decrees the abolition of serfdom, 202— 
msult of his attempt at an exdse on 
salt, 228. 

Philip VL (of Valois) re^ncy and coro- 
nation of, 1 48— sketch of his character, 
S3— his debasements of the coin, 228. 

Philip of Snabia elected emperor of Ger- 
many, iL YS— his assassination, ib. 

Phocas, supposed concession to the popes 
by, ii. 162, note K 

Pickering (Bir James), tenor of a speech 
made by, iii 59. 

Piedmont, comparative obscurily of ih£ 
history of, 1 390, note. 

Phracy, temptations to the practice of, iii 
334 — difficulty of repressing it, 335. ‘ 
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PISA. 

Pisa, early naval and commercial Im- 
portance of^ i. 441 — her wars with 
Genoa, 442 — her reverses and sale to 
Florence, 443 — effect of the crusades 
on herprosperity, iii. 329. 

Pisani (Vittor; defeated ^ the Genoese, 
and imprisoned by the Venetians, i. 445 
—his tnxmi^ant recall hrom prison, 446. 

Pius IL See !^eas Sylvius. 

Podesth, peculiarities of the office of, i. 
39t, 398. 

Podiebrad (George), vigorous rule of 
Bohemia by, ii. 104 — suspected of 
poisoning Ladislaus, 106, note®. 

Poggio Br^iolini, services of, in the re- 
vival of learning, iiL 463. 

Poitiers, battle ot See Edward III. 

Poland, polity of, not based on feudality, 
i. 187. 

Pole (Michael de la, earl of Suffolk), suc- 
ceeds Scr^e as chancellor, iii. 66 — 
refusal of Kchard IL to dismiss him, 67 
— ^his impeachment and sentence, 68 — 
subsequent proceedings relative to him, 
72. 

Porcaro, revolt and death of, i. 419. 

Pragmatic Sanction of Bourges, ii. 255 — 
repealed by Louis XL, i6. — its popu- 
larity with the people, ib. — Ub^es 
secured by it, 256. 

Pragmatic Action of S. Louis, enactment 
of the, ii. 214 and note. 

Prague university, opposition of the nobles 
to the institution of, iL 102, note* — 
fate of its rector, ib. 

Precarious, origin of the adjective, iL 147 
note d. 

Prerogative of the kings of England, ob- 
servations on the, iii. 147, 257-260. See 
English Constitution. 

Prices of commodities, iiL 368-370. 

Printing, Invention of, iiL 471 — ^first books 
printed t*&.— Italian presses, 472. See 
Learning. 

Protadius, oppressive conduct of, i. 114. 

Provence armesed to the Frendh domi- 
nions, L 100— note upon its history, lOl. 

Public weal, origin of the war of the, L 85 
— object of its chiefs, 87, 88 and 
—their fate, 89. 

Punishments amongst the Franks for mur- 
der, i. 150, 151 and notes, 198 and note 9, 
281— amongst the Burgundians, 161 and 
note*. 

Purveyance, oppressive operation of the 
prerogative ol^ ilL 148, and 149, note. 

Paces, turbulence of the OarlovingiaD 
period ascribed to the antipathy be- i 
tween, i. 128-134. 

PschimburgU, the, L 214 — difference 
between them and the Scabini, 216, 
note* 

Ravenna, conquest and -^econquest oL L 
8,9. 

Raymomi VX (count of Toulouse) ex- 


“ RIDING THE CITY." 

communicated by Innocent IH., L 28— 
reverses of his son Raymond, 29. 

Regencies, rule in France relative to, 1 
68 and note ^ — instances of regendee 
in England, and principles deducibk 
therefrom, iii. 184-190. 

Religious sects, moral improvement ac- 
celerated by the growth of, iii. 378— 
tenets of the Manicheans and Paulicians, 
378,379 and notes — the A.lbigense8, and 
controversies rwpecting them, 380, 381 
and note— origin of the waldenses, 382, 
383 and notes— morality of their life, 384, 
noteb — Manicheism of the Albigensea, 
385 — persecutions at Oxford, ib. and 
note — secret readings of the s^ptures, 
386 — persecutions for witchcraft, ib, 
note — permissions and prohibitions 
concerning the sacred writings, 387 — 
continued spread of heresies, 388 — 
strictnesses of Lollardism, 389 — schism 
of the Hnasites, 389, 390 and note 

Representation of the towns- See Parlia- 
ment, States-GeneraL 

Representative legislation, first germ of, 
L 216. See Parliament. 

Revenues of the kings of France, bow 
derived, L 208-212. See Taxation. 

Richard 1., non-success of, against Philip 
Augustus, L 26— Joins with Philip in 
the crusades, 40 — his prowess; tmor 
exated by his name, ib. and rwte^ 
his refusal relative to the right of 
private war, 207, note t — ^his submission 
to the pope, iL 197— deposition of his 
chancellor, 325 — enactment of the laws 
of Oleron imputed to him, iiL 334— his 
character as a troubadour, 439 and 
nofek. 

Richard II. loses ^nmnd in France, L 64, 
66— bis coronation, iiL 58 — ^his council 
during Ms nrinority, i6.— Ms struggles 
with parliament, 62-64— sketch of Ms 
character, 65— his dependence on fe- 
vourites, 66— his refusal to dismiss de 
la Pole, duke of Suffolk, 67 — determined 
conduct of the commons toward him, 
67, 68 — he yields to tiieir demands, 
69— Ms farther attempts at indepen- 
dent rule, 73 — Ms complaint against 
the commons, 75— their submission, 76 
—Ms seizure of the duke of Gloucester 
and other arbitrary acts, 77-79— neces- 
sity for his deposition, 80 — ^progress of 
the constitution during his rei^, 83 — 
extent of his malpractices relative 
the raising of money, 84, 86— his attack 
upon Haxey, 76, 102. 

Richard (earl of Cornwall), chosen em- 
peror of Germany, ii. 76 — absurdity of 
the choice, 77. 

Ridiard (duke of York). See York. 

Richer (a mediseval historian^ degree of 
^lue dge to the testimony of, L 130. 

** Riding the city/* meaning of toe phrasa 
L 429. 
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lUENZI. 

£Ueiud (Nicola di), sudden itccession to 
newer of, i. 41V— his exile, recall, and 
death, 418— Petrarch’s enthusiasm to- 
veards him, tb, note. 

Robert of Artois, impolitic act of forgery 
committed by, i. 4r, note K 

JRobert of Gloucester, and other metrical 
writers, iii. 453. 

Bobert of Naples, wise rule of, i. 485 — 
singular provision made by him, ii. 
226, note *. 

Robert (count palatine) supersedes Wen- 
ceslaus as emperor of Germany, ii. 8V. 

Robertson (the historian), value of his 
treatise on private warfare, i. 20V, 
note t. 

Rochelle, patriotism of ’the citizens of, L 
63. 

Roderick the last of the Goths, credibi- 
lity of the legend relative to, li. 62^66. 

Rodolph of Hapsburg elected emperor of 
Germany, ii. 81 — Austria conferred 
upon his son, his ascendency in 
Switzerland, 107. 

RoRo of Normandy, conversion of, i. 22. 

Bmnance language, ascendency in the 
Prank dominions of the, i. 131. See 
LeamiM. 

Romano (Eccelin da). See Eccdin. 

Rmue, subversion of the empire of, i. 1— 
Its division by barbarous races, ib.— 
portion which remained sul^ject to it, 
2— partition of its provinces amongst 
their conquerors, 146, 275-278 — its 
municipal institutions, 339, 340 — its 
internal state in the tenth century, 358 
— ^infamous conduct of candidates for 
the papal chair, 359 — execution of the 
consul Crescentius, 359 and note— 
schemes of Innocent 111. for aggrandiz- 
ing the holy see, 381, 382— increase of 
the temporal authority of the popes, 
414— the Roman orator and Frederic 
Barbarossa, 416 and wote— expulsion 
of popes by the citizens, 416 — the 
senators and their jurisdiction, ib . — 
mutual animosities of the nobles, 417 
— rise and fall of Blenzi, ib., 418 — 
transient revival of the republican 
spirit, 418— miscarriage of Porcaro’s 
revolutiouaiy prefects, 419. See Papal 
Power. 

Bemeo and Juliet, parallel to the story 
of, i. 402 and note. 

Saint Baihilda, character of, L 112. 

Saint BoniiSwe. See Winfrid. 

Saint Denis, sum paid for redeeming the 
abbot of, i. 22. 

Saint John of Jerusalem, kni^ts of, i. 40 
—their saint, who he w^ ib. note — 
their enormous possessions, zb. and 
note . 

Saint Louis. See Louis IZ. « 

Saint Medard, parentage of, i. 296. 

Saint Fd. (count of), anecdote of, i. 84. 


SERFDOM. 

note ^ — executed on the scaffold, 89— 
anecdote of his distrust of Louis XL 
97, note. 

Saint Wilfrid, historical service rendered 
by, 1 112. 

Saints, great addition to the calendar ol 
in the time of Clovis and his sons, i 
111— historical value of their lives, ib. 
— extent of their title to canonization, 
112, 113. 

Saladin, conquest of Jerusalem by, i. 4a 

Salic Ismds, characteristics of, l 147-149 
andTiotes. 

Salic law, circumstances which led to the 
conjarmatiou of the, i. 47, 48— date oi 
its enactment, 278, 279 — its incom- 
pleteness as a code, 280. 

Sancho the Great bestows Castile on his 
second son, iL 4 — he incorporates 
Naxara, 6. 

Sancho IV. assassinates Don Lope, ii. 13— 
clerical encroachments encoura^ by, 
220, note ^ 

Sanctnary, institutien of the privilege oi^ 
lit 302. 

Saracens, expulsion of the, from France, 
i 7 and note their inroads upon 
Italy, 19 and noie Eudon’s great vic- 
tory over th«n, 116 — their conflicts 
with the Ghristians [see Crusades}— 
they conquer Spain, iL 2— encroach- 
ments of the ChGcistians on their terri- 
tories, 3— mainspring of their heroism, 
117— their eastern conquests, 119 — 
their triumphs in the west, tb.— effect 
of their successes, ib.— their internal 
dissensions, 121. See Crusades, Moors. 

Saragosa taken from the Moors, ii. 5. 

Sardinia conquered by the Pisans, t 441 
— its cession to the Idngof Aragon, 443. 

Saxons, obstinate resistance to Charle- 
magne by the, L 10 — enormous num- 
ber beheaded by him, 13— true cause 
of their wars with the Franks, 120 — 
their early kings, 303. See An^o- 
Saxous. 

Gcabini, representative character of the, 
L 216 — difference between them and 
the Rachimburgil, ib. Tiote *— their 
fanctions, 238 and note F. 

Scanderbeg, protracted opposition to the 
Turks by, ii. 138. 

Scandinavia and her Sea Kings, it 271. 

Sclavonians, territories occupied by the, 
1 19. 

Scotus (Duns), notices of, iit 427, 428, 
note i, 429. 

Scotus (John), an exception to the igno- 
rance of his times, iii. 290 and note^— 
character of the philosophy introduced 
by him, 430, note P. 

Scrope (lord steward), answers to the 
commons by, iit 60 — cause of his 
dismiasal from office, 66. 

Serfdom and villenage, distinctive fea- 

^ tures 0 ^ i 197-200. See ViUeins. 
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SERVITCTDE. 

Servitude enforced upon the cultivatora 
of the soil in the middle ages, 1 328, 
329 — contrary hypothesis of M. Qu€- 
raxd, 329-331. 

dforza Attendolo, rise to distinciaon of, 

I. 481 — his tactics relative to the crown 
of Naples, 489, 490. 

Sforza (Trancesco), powerful position 
adbieved by, i. 482— becomes duke of 
Milan, joins in the quadruple 
league, 493 — his policy towards Na- 
ples, 504— accession and assassination 
of his son Galeazzo, 496— policy of 
Ludovico Sforza, ib.— he directs the 
French kiugfs attention towards Naples, 
505— short-sightedness of his views, 
ib, 

SherhBfs, partiality of, in elections, iii. 
113— how origiiudly appointed, 120 and 
nofcy. , 

Hdly, conquest of, by Roger Quiscard, 

i. 363— its subsequent fortunes, 378 — 
its rebellion ^^nst Charles of Anjou, 
483— the Sicilian Vespers, 484 and note 
—opposition of the Sicilians to Charles 

II. of Naples, 484^— settlement of the 
crown on Frederic, 485 — Sicilian pos- 
sessions of the Chiaramonti, 490 — 
union of Sicily with Aragon, ib. 

Sigismund elected emperor of Germany, 

ii. 87 and note 8 — his safe-conduct 
violated, 102— acquires the crown of 
Hungary, 104— his conduct at the coun- 
cil of Constance, 249. 

Silk manu&ctuie established in Pdermo, 

iii. 331. 

Silvester XL (poxie), scientific acquire- 
ments oi, iiL 290, 291, note. 

Simony. See Ohu^h, Clei^. 

Slavery, existence of, in ancient times, i, 
197— its features amongst the Franks, 
198 and note 9 — ^voluntarily submitted 
to from superstitious motives, 199 — 
edicts for its abolition, 202— submitted 
to by the poor for subsistence' sake, 328 
— Venetian and English slave-trading, 
iii 316 and note 4. 

Society, state of See Architecture, Chi- 
vahy, Clei^, Feudal System, Leamina 
Superstition, Trade, Villena^ 

Sorel (Agnes), examination of the story 
ot i 80, note *. 

Southey’s Joan of Arc, eul(^Tim of a 
French wulter upon, i. I4a 

Spain, character of the Visigothic king- 
doms in, li 1 — its conqnest hy the 
Saracens, 2— kingdoms of Leon, Na- 
varre, Ara^n, and Castile, 3, 4-— re- 
verses of the Saracens, 5 — chartered 
towns. 6, 7,8 — establishment of mili- 
taiy orders, 8— non-expuMon of the 
Moors, 10 — its probable cause, 11 — 
Alfonso X. and his shortcomings, 12 
—frequent defection of the nobles, 13 
—Peter the Cruet I4r-aoces8lon of the 
Traatamare %e, 15 — dlsRrace and 


SWITZERLAND. 

execution of Alvaro de Lnna, 16, 17— 
contests after Henry IV.’s death, 18— 
constitution of the national coundls, 
19— composition of the Cortes, 21— iti 
trade relations with England, iii 327 
See Aragon, Castile, Cortes. 

Spelman (Sir Henry), remarkable 
of, i 166, note 

Sports of the field, popnlarity of, iii 309 
—addiction of the clergy thereto, 310 — 
evils attendant thereon, 311. 
States-Geneial of France, memorable re- 
sistance to taxation by the, i. 66 — 
convoked hy Phibp IV., 226, 226— 
probability of their earlier convocation 
canvassed, ib. note— Philip’s potitw 
reasons for summoning them, 226 — 
extent of their rights as to taxation, 
227, 228, and wotes— their resolute pro- 
ceedings in 1355 and 1356, 228— their 
protest gainst the debasement of the 
coin, 230 and notes— disappointment 
occasioned hy their proceedings in 
1357, 231 — th^ compel Charles VI. to 
revoke all illegal taxes, 232— effect of 
their limited functions, 233— theoreti- 
cal respect attached to their sanction, 
234— provincial estates and their juris- 
diction. tb.— encroachments of Louis 
XL, 236— the States-General of Tours, 
236— means by which their delibera- 
tioDS were jeopardized, ib. — ^unpalat- 
able nature of their remonstx^ces, 
237. 

Stephen (kin^, oruel treatment of the 
people in his reign, ii. 319, note. 
Stratford (archbishop), circumstances at- 
tending the trial ot iii. 205. 

Succession to kingly and other digmties. 

See Hereditary Succession. 

Suevi, part of the Eoman empire held 
^ the, i. 1. 

Suffolk (duke of), impeachment of, iii 
99. 

Suffolk (earl of). See Pole. 

Sumptuaiy laws, enactment and disre- 
gard of, iiL 343, 344, and notes. 
Superstition, learning discouraged hy, iii. 
274— its universal prevalence, 293 — 
instances of its results, 294 — ordeals, 
294, 295, and 9»£es— fanatical gather- 
ings: the White Caps, 296 — the Pas- 
toureaux, ib.— the Flagellants, 297 — 
the Bianchi, 298 — pretended miracles, 
and their attendant evils, 298, 299 — 
miracles ascribed to the Virgin, 300 and 
note— redeeming features of the sys- 
tem, 301--^enances and pilgrimages, 
306, 307. ^ Religious Sects, 

Surnames, introduction of, i. 190. 

Sweden, semi-feudal custom in, rdative 
to militaiy service, 188, note 8. 
Swineford (Katherine), proceedings rela- 
tive torfhe marriage of, iii 74, 75. 
Switzerland, early history of, ii, 107 — 

' ascendency of Rodolph, <b.— expulai^u 
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URBAN VI. 


and defeat of Albert and Leopold* 108, 
109<— formation of the Swiss confedera- 
tion, 109— indomitable heroism of the 
Swiss, 111— their military excellence, 
future of Maximilian’s attempt to 
subjugate them, 112. 

fi^yagrius, Boman pTovinces governed by, 
i. 2— defeated by dovis, ib, and 106. 


Taborites, Ihnaticism and courage of the, 
ii. 103, iii. 389. 

Tadtus, general accuracy of the descrip- 
tions of, i. 273 — qualmcations neces- 
sary to be observed touching his ac- 
count of the Ghermans, 274 

Tartars. See Moguls. 

Taxation, remarks on the philosophy of, i 
L 68 — dumsy substitutes for taxes in 
the middle a^s, 208— arbitrary course 
adopted by Philip Augustus, 212— con- 
ditions ann^ed by the States-Qeneral 
to a grant of taxes, 230— Philip de 
Oomines on taxation, 236 — ^taxes under 
the Anglo-Norman kings, ii. 321, 322, 
and Tiotes. See States^eneraL 

Temple, knights of the. See Knights 
Templars. 

Tenure of land under the Anglo-Saxons 
and Anglo-Normans, ii. 293-301, 406- 
410. See Feudal Ss^ttem. 

Teutonic kni^ts, establidnnent of the 
order o^ i- 40. 

Theodebert, story of the wife of, iii 306, 

Theodoiic, disr^ard of learning iii- 
276, 


nderry (son of Clovis), territories pos- 
sess^ by, 1. 4, and 6 note. 
rimur, conauering career of, ii. 133. 
Tithes, establishment of, iL 144r— Charle- 
magne’s capitulary rdative thereto, 
145 and nates — origin of lay impro- 
priators, 148— Jiofc relative to the sub- 
ject, 263. 

Toledo taken firom the Moors, ii. 5. 
TorrianL See Visconti 


Toulouse, non-submiBsion of the counts 
of, to the kii^ of France, L 27 and 
note their fa^ 29. See Raymond VL 
Towns and cities, earliest charters granted 
to, i. 256— considerations on the causes 
of such grants, 267— privil^es of 

incorporated towns, 268 — their rela- 
tionimp towards the crown, 259-261- 
independence of maritime towns, 261— 
chartered towns of Spain, il 6 — their 
privileges and duties, 7, 8— cause of 
their importance, 20— cities of Gler- 
manvrseeCermanvl— -dtieaofltalvrsee 


Towns of Fngiland, progr^ of the, id. 

— Canterbi^, Iiinc(^ and Stamford, 
20, note ^ — conversion of individual 
tributes into borough r^ts, 21— In- 
corporation of towns by charter, 22 
and notes— curious bond relative to 


VOL. m. 


Cambridgeshire, 23, note b— prosperiiy 
of the towns, 24— early importoce and 
populousness of London, 24, 25, and 
notes— participation of its citizens in 
constitutional struggles, 26 — ^tot sum- 
moning of towns to parliament, 27. 
See Municipal Ihstitations. 

Trade and commerce, mediaeval non- 
existence of, iii 313— barriers to thei r 
progress, ib. 314-extent of foreign 
commerce, 316 — home traffic in slaves 
316 and note d — woollen manufactures 
and vacillating policy of the English 
kings relative thereto, 318-323 and nates 
—opening of the Baltic trade, 324^ 
growth of FhglMi commerce, ^5— 
opulence of English merchants, ib. 326 
—increase of maritime traffic, 326-32ii 
—commercial eminence of the Italian 
states, 328-330, and wotes— invention oJ 
the mariners’ compass, 332, 333— com- 
pilation of maritime laws, 333— fte- 
quency and irrepresstbiliiy of piracy, 
334— practice of reprisals, 335, 336, 
and notes— liability of aliens for each 
other’s debts, 336— trade profits and 
rates of interest, 337— price of com and 
cattle, 368. 

TrM by combat, ceremonials attending, 
i.242, 243, and nates — aboli^ed by 
St Louis, 244 

Trial by jury and its antecedents, ii. 
285-288— early inodes of trial, 386-388 
—abolition of trial by ordeal, 390-^- 
ference between ancient and modem 
trial by jury, 392 -original functions 
of juries, i&. — origin of the modem sys- 
tem, 402-404— character of the early 
syston, 405. 

Troubadours (the), and their produc- 
tions, iii. 434-436. 

Troyes, conditions of the treaty o^ i. 76 
and note. 

Turks, Italian fears of the, L 495— tri- 
nmphant progress of their arms, it 127 
— their defeat by the crusaders and 
Alexius, 128— their settlement under 
Othman, 132 — war declared against 
them at Frankfort, 136— the Jauizanes, 
137. See Ottomans. 

Tuscany (Bonifisce, marquiB oQ, flogged 
for simony, il 181, note % 

Tuscany, lea^e of the cities o^ i. 382— 
e^ousal of the papal cause, ib. 389— 
progress of its dues. See Florence. 

niadidans crowned Wtig of Hungary, 
il 106 — violates his tr^ty with the 
Turks, {&.— its &tal results, ib. 

Urban IL, encouragement of the crusades 
by, 1 34r-he succeeds Gregory TIL, 
il 187— bis concession to the kings of 
Castile, 190. 

Urban Y. retransfers the papal court to 
Avignon, fl. 240. 

Uxban^n;. aids Charles of Duiazzo in hi^ 
^2 L 
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designs on Joanna of Naples, i. 487— 
sanctions peijnry towards heretics, ii. 
310, mt6 contest with Clement 
'^L, 240— validity of his election, 241. 

Ui^l (count of), Laysdaixnto the crown 
of Aragon, iL 40, 41— reijeotion of his 
pretensions, 42— consequences of his 
unwise resort to arms, ih. 

Csoiy treated as a crime, iii. 387, 339, 

Valencia, constitation of the kingdom ot 

ii. 57. 

VaLentinian TIL, authority of the holy 
see extended ii. 161. 

Vandals, portions of the Roman empire 
possessed hy the, L 1. 

Vase of Soissons, story of the, i. 155 — 
principle involved in the anecdote, 301, 
302, and noU P. 

Vassals and Vassalc^e. See Feudal 
System. 

Vavassors, privileges attaching to the 
rank of, i. 194 and note b— -their ma- 
norial courts, 219. 

Venice, conflicts of, with Genoa, i. 444— 
defeat of her admiral by the Genoese, 
446— insolence of the latter towards 
her ambassador^ 446— snccessM tac- 
tics of her doge, 447 — triumph of her 
fleet, 448 — her alleged early inde- 
pendence, 452— her suhijection to the 
emperors, 463 and note “-her Dal- 
matian and Levantine acquisitions, 454 
—her government: powers of the doge, 

465— me great council, 456— criminal 
jurisdiction, how exercised, 457— checks 
to undue influence on the part of the ; 
doge, 458 — singular complication in 
ballots for the dogeahip, 459— Marin ! 
Falieri’s treason, 460— the council of 
ten and its secret proceedings, 460, 461 
— exclnsion of the nobles trade, 
461, note y— Venetian form of govern- 
ment not entitled to hl^ admiimtion, 
462, 463, and note— territorial acquisi- 
tions of Venice, 464— prophecy of the 
doge Mocenigo, 465, 466 and note— 
Venetian conquests under Cannagnola, 

466— wars of the republic with Ma- 

' hornet IL, 493, 495. 

Verdun, treaty ot L 16— its results, 17 
and note^^ 

Vere, favoidfc&m of Bichard n. towards, 

iii. 66— hiammersO, 74. 

Verona, seizecn^ Francesco da Carrara, 
t'464.“ — - 

Vienna, .SMe^^ylvixm's florid descrip- 

Villani (J^) fhUs a vicbn.to the plague, 

Villeins aailfvfllenage: conditions of vil- 
leins, i. 199 — consequences of their 
maniage with £ree persons, 200, and 
201 note b — privileges acquired by 
them, 201, 202, and notes— their obliga- 
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! tions, 331 — ^their l^al posirion in Eug^ 

land, 333— villem^ never established 
in L^n and Castile, ii. 6— question o» 
its existence among the Anglo-Saxons, 
276— dependence of the villein on his 
lord, iiL 171 — condition of his properly 

. and children, 172 and note b — legal 
distinctions, 172 and notes— difflculties 
besetting the abolition of villem^ 173 
— gradi^ softening of its featur^, 

I 174-176— merger of villeins into hired 

I labourers, 177— effects of the anti-poll- 
tax insurrection, 181 — disappearance 
of viUenage, 181, 182 — elucidatory 
notes on the subject, 260-264. 

Vi]^, absurd miracles ascribed to the, 
iiL 300, note, 

Visconti and Torriani femilies, rivalry 
of the, L 409, 410— triumph of the 
Visconti, 410 — their power and un- 
popularity, 411— their marriages with 
royalty, 412 and note®— tyranny of 
Bemabo Visconti, 439 — Giovanni Vis- 
conti’s brutality, ib , — his assassination, 
466— Filippo Visconti’s accession, tb. 
— ^his ingratitude to Cannagnola, ib.— 
his mistrust of Sforza, 482— his alliwce 
with Alfonso, 492 — quarrels of the 
fhmUy with the popes, iL 235. 

Visigoths, portions of the Roman pro- 
vinces possessed by the, i. 1 — conduct 
of their earlier rulers towards the ca- 
tholics, 3, mtef — their mode of di- 
viding conquered provinces, 146 — their 
laws, how compiled, 351, 152, note * — 
difference between the Frankmonarchy 
and theirs, iL 1, 2. 

Voltaire, limited knowledge of early 
French history by, L 21S, note P, 

Wages, futility of laws for Ihe legolatian 
oC iiL 178. See Labonrers. 

Waldenses. See Religions Sects. 

Wales, causes of the turbulent state ot 
iiL 169 note. 

Walworth and Philpot made stewaiUb oi 
a subsidy (^np. ^chard IL), ilL 59 — 
allegations relative to their stewaid- 

^p, 60. 

Wamba (king of the Visigoths), ques- 
tion of his deposition discussed, iLl56. 

War, private, exercise of the right of, 
1207 — by whom checked and sup- 
pressed, ib. and note t— its prevaloioc 
amongst the German nobles, iL 95, 96. 

Wama, drcumstances which led to Uie 
battle oL iL 105. 

Warwick (earl of), popularity of the, iil 
65— made a lord appellant, 72— ba- 
nished by Richard IL, 77. 

Water-Ord^ See Ordeals. 

Wenceiflaus, confirmed in the impmcial 
succession, iL 87— his deposition, ib^ 
he abets t|ie league of the Rhine, 93. 

Weregild, or oompenaation for bfunter 
See Murder. 



INDEX. 


515 


vncucev 

Widiff (John), infinence of the tenets 
of; iL 252, iii. 179 and note 388, 389. 

Widows in Burgundy, reason for the 
speedy remarria^ of, i. 93, note 

Wilfrid (bishop of Hexham), question 
involved in his appesd to the pope, ii, 
164, note t. 

William of Holland elected emperor of 
Germany, ii. 76. 

William the Conqueror, separation of 
l^e ecclesiastical and civil tribunals 
by, iL 222 and note “—position of 
l^gland at its conquest by him, 302 — 
his considerate treatment of Edgar, i5. 
nofeb—aheged inadequacy of the mili- 
tary forces of the S^ons, 303 note— 
their fruitless rebellions j^nst him, 
304 and wotes— instances of his oppres- 
sive conduct, 306 — his devastating 
clearances for forests, 311 — and in- 
human forest laws, 312 and note— his 
enormous revenues, 313 — his feudal 
innovations, 314— his preservation of 
public peace and efforts to leam 
English, 316 and note— policy of his 
manori^ girants, 317— lyronny of his 
government, 318. 

Winchester, early opulence and popu- 
lousness of, iil 225. 

Windsor castle, labourers for the erection 
of, how procured, iii 150. 

Winfrid (St. Boniface), importance of 
the ecclesiastical changes effected by, 
iL 164. 

W'infeeMed, the Swiss patriot, heroic 
death of, iL 111. 

Wisbuy, ordinances of, ilL 334, and 
»jote“. 
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Witchcraft, cruel treatment of person* 
charged with, iiL 385, note « 

Witikind, acknowledgment of Charle- 
magne’s authority by, L 10. 

Witenagemot, bishops appointed by the 
iL 180— its characteristics, 279— how 
often assembled, 411, 412. See Anglo- 
Sasous. 

Women, legal position of, in Italy during 
coverture, L 152 note *— perils attend- 
ing their marriage with slaves, 200 
note “. 

Woollen manufactiu-e established in 
Flanders, iiL 318— impolitic regula- 
tions respecting it, 319 and note ®— 
export of wool from England, 320— 
English woollen manufacture, 321— 
policy adopted towards the Flemings, 
ib. and note laws relative to the 
trade, 322 — relations of Eng lanH and 
Spain regarding it, 323 notes. 

Worms, diet o£ See Diet 

Wykeham (bidiop of Winchester) in- 
vested with the great seal, iiL 73. 

York (Richard, duke oD appointed pro- 
tector to Henry VL, iiL 191— his dahn 
to the throne, 194 — ^his cautions policy 
195. 

f orkists and Lancastrians, wars of the, 
iiL 197. 

Zimisces (John), military exploits of, il 
126. 

Zisca (John), the blind hero, victories 
of the Bohemians under, L 481— h^ 
exploits ; enthusiasm of his followers 
ii. 103. 


THE END. 
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